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The House met at 10 a.m.

The Reverend Msgr. Peter J. Vaghi,
Pastor, St. Patrick Catholic Church,
Washington, D.C., offered the following
prayer:

Almighty God, we call upon You this
cold December morning. You are Light
of Lights and Light From Light. You
are the Light who pierces the perennial
darkness of our world, the darkness of
our mind and soul, the darkness of a
world at war. Because of You, O living
and true God, we live, walk, and have
our being. You are Emmanuel, God-
with-us.

We pray to You this day that passage
from the Advent prophet Isaiah: ‘‘Let
justice descend, O heavens, like the
dew from above, like gentle rain let the
skies drop it down. Let earth open and
salvation bud forth; let justice also
spring up.”’

We pray also for peace. Peace in our
world begins with peace in our hearts.
And peace in our hearts comes from
You, Almighty Father. Draw near to us
and grant us Your peace.

Encourage us, O Lord, in this holy
season in all our humble efforts carried
out in Your life-giving name, O Prince

of Peace and Light, Lord of Justice.
Amen.

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Mrs.
MYRICK) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mrs. MYRICK led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

————
INTRODUCTION OF REVEREND
MONSIGNOR PETER VAGHI

(Mr. FERGUSON asked and was
given permission to address the House

for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Monsignor Peter Vaghi
for his dedicated service to St. Pat-
rick’s Church here in Washington, D.C.

Monsignor Vaghi was born here in
Washington, D.C., and attended Gon-
zaga College High School and the Col-
lege of the Holy Cross, where he was
awarded a Fulbright Scholarship to at-
tend the University of Salzburg in Aus-
tria.

Returning home to America, he went
on to get his juris doctor at the Univer-
sity of Virginia Law School and
worked in Washington, D.C., before he
answered a calling to the priesthood
and attended the Gregorian University
in Rome, Italy.

Monsignor Vaghi was ordained a
Catholic priest on June 29, 1985, and
designated a ‘‘Prelate of Honor” by
Pope John Paul II on November 13,
1995.
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Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege to
welcome Monsignor Vaghi to this
House. He is not only a family friend,
but he also gave my wife Maureen and
me the honor of officiating at our wed-
ding in 1996. I thank him for being here
today. His presence and his blessing on
this House and on our work here means
so very much to me and to every Mem-
ber of this body.

———

WAIVING POINTS OF ORDER
AGAINST CONFERENCE REPORT
ON H.R. 3338, DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2002

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 324 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 324

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider the
conference report to accompany the bill
(H.R. 3338) making appropriations for the De-
partment of Defense for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2002, and for other pur-
poses. All points of order against the con-
ference report and against its consideration
are waived. The conference report shall be
considered as read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CAMP). The gentlewoman from North
Carolina (Mrs. MYRICK) is recognized
for 1 hour.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, for pur-
poses of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. FROST), pending which
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. During consideration of this res-
olution, all time yielded is for the pur-
pose of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, yesterday, the Com-
mittee on Rules met and granted a nor-
mal conference report rule for H.R.
3338, the Fiscal Year 2002 Department
of Defense Appropriations Act.

The rule waives all points of order
against the conference report and
against its consideration. In addition,
the rule provides that the conference
report shall be considered as read.

Mr. Speaker, this should not be a
controversial rule. It is the type of rule
we grant for every conference report
we consider in the House. The gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. FROST), who is
managing this rule for the minority,
understands the importance of a strong
national defense, and I am sure I do not
need to convince him or anyone else
that this bill is important, now more
than ever before.

At a time when we are facing ter-
rorism at home and engaged in combat
abroad, we need to give our govern-
ment the tools to defend us overseas
and at home. This bill does just that. It
provides our military with $317 billion
in much-needed support, including a 4.6
percent pay raise; and the supple-
mental portion of the bill will bolster
our fight against terrorism by pro-
viding much-needed funding for border
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patrols, port security, bioterrorism
prevention, and the FBI.

Lastly, Mr. Speaker, this bill con-
tains our strong support for the people
of New York by providing another $8.2
billion in disaster assistance, including
$2 billion in community development
block grants.

Mr. Speaker, we are about to go
home for the holidays and after the
events of this fall, I cannot think of a
better thing to do before we leave town
than to provide for our armed forces,
for our fight against terrorism, and for
the victims of September 11.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, as we speak, the brave
men and women of the U.S. military
are halfway around the world waging
and winning the war on terrorism.
Their courage and professionalism are
a fitting tribute to the strength and
unity of the United States of America.

Meanwhile, here at home, domestic
security has become our top priority,
and thanks to the funding priorities in
this conference report, America will
now be better prepared to prevent, de-
fend against, and recover from any fu-
ture terrorist attacks.

I am very pleased that the conference
report more closely reflects Demo-
cratic priorities on homeland defense
than was provided in the House-passed
bill. Specifically, it provides more
funding for nuclear, border, port, avia-
tion and bioterrorism priorities. On
bioterrorism alone, Democrats were
able to secure $2.5 billion, $1 billion
more than the President requested.
While additional funding will be nec-
essary to fully address other domestic
security needs, this conference report
is a good start.

Mr. Speaker, here in Congress, there
has always been strong bipartisan sup-
port for America’s armed forces. The
history of this defense appropriations
bill reflects that fact.

Last month, the House Committee on
Appropriations reported its original
version of H.R. 3338, and the full House
passed it by a vote of 406 to 20. I am
confident that another large bipartisan
majority will pass this conference re-
port today. That is because Democrats
and Republicans are strongly com-
mitted to America’s national defense
and to a first-rate military that carries
it out. As the President said yesterday
in addressing House Democrats, secu-
rity of the United States is not a par-
tisan issue.

Mr. Speaker, this is a good con-
ference report, and I support it. I would
like to commend the gentleman from
Florida (Chairman YOUNG); the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY), the
ranking Democrat; the gentleman from
California (Chairman LEWIS); and the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
MURTHA), the ranking Democrat on the
subcommittee, for the tremendous job
they have done to support America’s
troops and to protect Americans here
at home.
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This conference report provides $478
million to combat chemical and bio-
logical attacks against the military
and $404 million for the Nunn-Lugar
nuclear nonproliferation program. It
provides for a significant military pay
raise and for substantial increases in
critical readiness accounts; and it
strengthens research for tomorrow’s
weapons and equipment while pro-
viding the weapons and equipment the
U.S. military needs today.

Mr. Speaker, I am especially pleased
by the substantial quality-of-life im-
provements funded by this conference
report. It includes funding for a signifi-
cant pay raise of between 5 and 10 per-
cent for every member of the military.
And to boost critical midlevel per-
sonnel retention, much of the pay raise
will be directed towards junior officers.
It also significantly increases funding
for health benefits for service members
and their families.

I am also pleased that this con-
ference report continues to fund the
wide range of weapons programs that
ensure our military’s superiority
throughout the world. For instance, it
includes more than $2.6 billion for the
initial production of 13 of the F-22
Raptor aircraft, the next-generation
air dominance fighter for the Air
Force. The conference report also pro-
vides $882 million for research and de-
velopment for this aircraft.

Additionally, Mr. Speaker, the con-
ference report provides $1.5 billion for
continued development of the Joint
Strike Fighter, the high-technology
multirole fighter of the future for the
Air Force, the Navy, and the Marines.
It also includes $1.04 billion for pro-
curement of 11 MV-22 Osprey aircraft.

Mr. Speaker, all of these aircraft are
important components in our national
arsenal, and moving forward on the re-
search and production sends a clear
signal that the United States has no
intention of relinquishing our air supe-
riority.

The first duty of the Congress, Mr.
Speaker, is to provide for the national
defense and the men and women who
protect it. This conference report does
a great deal to improve military readi-
ness and to improve the quality of life
for our men and women in uniform as
well as their families. It is a good first
step at providing the needed funding to
ensure that attacks like those that oc-
curred on September 11 will never hap-
pen again.

Mr. Speaker, I wish we could have
done more, but Republican leaders in-
sisted that many homeland security
priorities wait until next year. I hope
they will allow us to address the re-
maining priorities as soon as possible.

Mr. Speaker, I urge the adoption of
this rule and of this conference report.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. OBEY), the ranking member
of the Committee on Appropriations.
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(Mr. OBEY asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks, and include extraneous mate-
rial.)

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, there are
two provisions in this bill which I
think are of note. One is a bad provi-
sion which is here because of OMB, and
the other is a good provision in the bill
which is here despite OMB.

This country has a serious need to
purchase additional tankers. This bill
does that. It meets our national re-
sponsibility in doing so. But because
OMB would prefer to keep a pretty set
of books, rather than saving the tax-
payers money, it will cost us signifi-
cantly more to lease those tankers
than it would to buy them. That is un-
fortunate, but it was the only choice
the committee was left with because
OMB appears to be more concerned
with accounting niceties than it is
with fiscal realities or cost realities.
And I think people need to understand
that that regretful result is not the
fault of the committee.

I would hope that OMB in the future
would recognize the need to allow re-
ality to occasionally interfere with
their philosophical biases.

Second, as was indicated by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. FROST), we do
have $2.8 billion in this bill above the
House bill for homeland security items.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

After the tragic events of September
11, on a bipartisan basis the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. YOUNG) and I tried to
put together a list of the actions that
both sides of the aisle thought were

necessary in order to improve the
homeland security of the TUnited
States.

That process was rudely interrupted,
to say the least, by OMB, who informed
us in rather blunt terms that they had
all the wisdom, that they did not need
to provide any additional funding, and
that we could put a ‘“Wait 'Til Next
Year” sign on our homeland security
needs.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to say that
despite that resistance, the conferees
brought back to this House a bill which
contains crucial items that will in-
crease the security of this country at
home. I want to congratulate Senators
BYRD and STEVENS and the gentleman
from Florida (Chairman YOUNG) and
the gentleman from California (Chair-
man LEWIS) for helping to see to it that
rationality prevailed over stubborn-
ness. As a result, we have $664 million
in this bill that was not contained in
the House bill to protect the country
against bioterrorist attacks; we have
$50 million more in this bill to provide
for cockpit security; we have law en-
forcement additions to the bill of over
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$407 million, including $208 million for
the FBI so that they will be able to
modernize their computer system by
this coming summer, rather than hav-
ing to wait until the year 2004.

Right now the FBI has a large num-
ber of computers that cannot even send
pictures of potential terrorists to other
FBI terminals because they do not
have the adequate computer capacity.
This bill fixes that.

The most crucial item of all is keep-
ing weapons of mass destruction away
from terrorists. We wound up with $382
million in additional funding in this
bill above the amount that was origi-
nally in the House bill. We have $120
million of additional funding to secure
nuclear material in the former Soviet
Union so it does not fall into terrorists’
hands.

The bill provides $383 million for in-
creased security for our Nation’s ports
and for our border, especially the Cana-
dian border. For food safety, it in-
creases the percentage of imported
food subject to inspection from the
present 1 percent to 10 percent, as we
have been asking all along.

It contains a number of other items
which I will insert in the record.

Mr. Speaker, I insert the table in the
RECORD at this point.

CONFERENCE ADDITIONS TO THE HOUSE BILL FOR DOMESTIC SECURITY

[in millions of dollars]

Conference
House Conference over House
Protecting Against Bioterrorism
Upgrading State & Local Health Departments & Hospitals 593 1,000 407
Expanding CDC Support of State and Local Health Departments 50 100 50
Accelerating Research on Biohazards, Detection and Treatment 100 93 -7
Bio Safety Laboratories at NIH and Fort Detrick, MD 0 71 71
Vaccine and Drug kpil 1,103 1,105 2
Other Bioterrorism Requi ts 110 56 —54
Total 1,956 2,425 469
Securing the Mail
Procurement of Sanitation Equipment for Postal Service 0 500 500
Airport and Airline Safety
Federal Assistance for Mandated Security Upgrades at Airports 0 175 175
Increased Sky Marshals and Sky Marshal Training 288 155 —133
Cockpit Door Security & Explosive Detection Equi 159 209 50
Innovations in Airport Security 90 50 —40
Total 537 589 52
Law Enforcement
FBI Case Management Computer System (Trilogy) 105 237 132
FBI Data Backup and Warehousil 56 56
FBI Cybersecurity, Transportation and Othel 434 452 18
Other Justice Department Law Enf t 106 80 —26
Law Enforcement Assistance (Olympics) 17 17 0
Law Enforcement Assistance (National Capital Area) 25 234 209
Federal Law Enforcement Training Center 14 32 18
Secret Service, IRS etc. 236 236 0
Total 937 1,344 407
Keeping Weapons of Mass Destruction Away from Terrorists
Improved Security at 4 DoD Sites Storing Tons of Chemical Weapons 35 35 0
Improved Security for Nuclear Weapons Activities 88 131 43
Improved Security for U.S. commercial/research nuclear reactors (NRC) 0 36 36
Nuclear Non Proliferation Assistance for Russia 0 148 148
Security of Russian Nuclear and Biological Scientists 0 0
Nuclear, Chemical and Biological Detection 18 78 60
Improved Security at Nuclear Cleanup Sites 8 8 0
Energy Intelli 4 4 0
CDC Oversight and Training for Labs Handling Dang Pathogens 0 10 10
Improved Security at Fort Detrick, MD 9 9 0
Improved Security at CDC, NIH, FDA and USDA Research Facilities 58 143 85
Total 220 602 382
Immigration, Port and Border Security
Additional Customs Agents for Canadian Border and seaports 160 246 86
Machine Readable Visa Machines at All U.S. Consul 0 0 0
Immigration Inspectors, Border Patrol & Related E 410 450 40
Adequate INS Detention & Admin. Facilities at U.S. Border Crossings 0 100 100
Full Annual Cost of Expanding Coast Guard by 640 positi 145 209 64
Federal Grants for Port Security A and Enh, 0 93 93
Total 715 1,098 383
Train and Bus Security
Federal Grants for Enhancing Security of Rail and Bus Travel 0 100 100
Food and Water Safety
Expand FDA Inspections to Cover 10% of All Food Imports 61 97 36
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CONFERENCE ADDITIONS TO THE HOUSE BILL FOR DOMESTIC SECURITY—Continued

[in millions of dollars]

Conference

Conference over House

House

Increase in FDA Emergency Operations and Investigations Staff

Assessment and Enhancement of Security for Drinking Water

Total

Security of Government Buildings and Facilities
Security Upgrades for Supreme Court and Other Federal Courthouses

Security Upgrades for Federal Buildings and Facilities

Increased Security for Federal M Parks and M;
Security Upgrades for National Water Infrastructure

Security Measures for White House and Congress

Security Upgrades for U.S. Military Facilities

Total

Security for Schools and Colleges

Grants for Assessments and Emergency Resp Planning

Other Security
Counterterrorism Assistance for State and Local First R

Grants for Firefighters

0 0 0
115 80 —35
176 177 1

32 93 61
182 248 66
81 81 0
169 169 0
306 306
105 104 -1
875 1,001 126

0 0 0
400 400 0

0 210 210

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I simply
want to say that I think what this bill
demonstrates is that when committees
are allowed to work in a substantive
way, casting aside ideology or political
views, the result is good for the coun-
try, and it is good for this institution,
and I congratulate all of those in-
volved.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I would
inquire of the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. FrOST) if he has any other speak-
ers.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, we have no
more speakers.

Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption of the
rule, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The previous question was ordered.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.J. RES. 7, FURTHER CON-
TINUING APPROPRIATIONS FOR
FISCAL YEAR 2002

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 323 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution as fol-
lows:

H. REsS. 323

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order without inter-
vention of any point of order to consider in
the House the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 79)
making further continuing appropriations
for the fiscal year 2002, and for other pur-
poses. The joint resolution shall be consid-
ered as read for amendment. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the joint resolution to final passage without
intervening motion except: (1) one hour of
debate on the joint resolution equally di-
vided and controlled by the chairman and
ranking minority member of the Committee
on Appropriations; and (2) one motion to re-
commit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. LINDER) is
recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, for pur-
poses of debate only, I yield the cus-

tomary 30 minutes to the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. SLAUGHTER), pend-
ing which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, H. Res. 323 is a closed
rule providing for the consideration of
H.J. Res. 79, which is a continuing reso-
lution that makes further appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2002.

The rule provides for 1 hour of debate
in the House equally divided and con-
trolled by the Chairman and Ranking
Minority Member of the Committee on
Appropriations. The rule waives all
points of order against consideration
and provides for one motion to recom-
mit.

Mr. Speaker, as we approach the end
of this year’s session, I urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting this
rule so that we may proceed to consid-
eration on the underlying continuing
resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I
yvield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, this rule makes in order
the consideration of H.J. Res. 79. H.J.
Res. 79 is a continuing resolution
which will be in effect from December
21, 2001, to January 10, 2002.

This is a simple housekeeping mat-
ter, Mr. Speaker, and merely ensures
that should the Senate be unable to
complete its work, or if the President
has not signed the remaining bills sent
to him, the funding will be in place for
those departments and agencies.

This is a noncontroversial matter,
and I urge adoption of this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question.

The previous question was ordered.
The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H. RES. 322, APPOINTING DAY
FOR THE CONVENING OF THE
SECOND SESSION OF THE 107TH
CONGRESS

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, by direction of the Com-
mittee on Rules, I call up House Reso-
lution 322 and ask for its immediate
consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 322

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order to consider in
the House a joint resolution appointing the
day for the convening of the second session
of the One Hundred Seventh Congress. The
joint resolution shall be considered as read
for amendment. The previous question shall
be considered as ordered on the joint resolu-
tion to final passage without intervening
motion except: (1) one hour of debate equally
divided and controlled by the Majority Lead-
er and the Minority Leader or their des-
ignees; and (2) one motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS) is recognized for 1 hour.

(Mr. HASTINGS of Washington asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, for the purpose of debate
only, I yield the customary 30 minutes
to the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
FRrROST), pending which I yield myself
such time as I may consume. During
consideration of this resolution, all
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 322 is
a closed rule providing for consider-
ation of a joint resolution appointing
the day for the convening of the second
session of the 107th Congress. The joint
resolution shall be considered as read
for amendment.

The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the joint resolu-
tion to final passage without inter-
vening motion except: (1) 1 hour of de-
bate, equally divided and controlled by
the Majority Leader and the Minority
Leader or their designees; and (2) one
motion to recommit.

Mr. Speaker, we had hoped to bring
this resolution to the floor under unan-
imous consent agreement, but were un-
able to secure such an agreement. Ac-
cordingly, in the interest of completing
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the work of the House as expeditiously
as possible, I encourage my colleagues
to support both this rule and the reso-
lution that it makes in order.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, this rule makes in order
a joint resolution which sets the date
for convening of the second session of
the 107th Congress as January 23, 2002.
This is a totally noncontroversial rule
and joint resolution, and I urge adop-
tion of both.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time, and I move the previous ques-
tion on the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks on the conference report ac-
companying H.R. 3338, and that I may
include tabular and extraneous mate-
rial.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?
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There was no objection.

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 3338,
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE AP-
PROPRIATIONS ACT, 2002

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, pursuant to House Resolution 324, I
call up the conference report accom-
panying the bill (H.R. 3338) making ap-
propriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2002, and for other purposes,
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 324, the con-
ference report is considered as having
been read.

(For conference report and state-
ment, see proceedings of the House of
Wednesday, December 19, 2001.)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LEWIS) and
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
MURTHA) each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California (Mr. LEWIS).

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I would say to my col-
leagues and the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. MURTHA), my friend, that
the House has had a long night this
past night. We have very, very exten-
sive discussions that should take place

H10917

regarding this bill, but we have heard
this discussion before. So I am going to
pass on those formal remarks, and I
hope that my colleagues will read
about them very carefully in the
RECORD. But in the meantime, there
are a couple of items of business that I
must attend to.

First, due to a clerical error, lan-
guage was mistakenly omitted from
the Statement of Managers that re-
lates to the FMTV truck program, a
very important program to some of the
Members of the House.

That language, agreed to by the conferees
but inadvertently not included in the statement
of managers, is as follows: “The conferees un-
derstand that the Army did not request legisla-
tive authority to extend the current multi-year
contract. The conferees direct the Army to act
in the best interest of the Army with respect to
the FMTV.”

Secondly, | would ask that on behalf of my-
self and Chairman YOUNG, that | be allowed to
insert in the RECORD at the end of my opening
remarks a series of tables summarizing the
conference agreements, on both the Defense
and Supplemental appropriations bills.

Finally, let me mention that our
former colleague from the Committee
on Appropriations, Larry Coughlin of
Pennsylvania, who was a proud Marine
by the way, Larry Coughlin was laid to
rest at Arlington Cemetery this morn-
ing.
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H.R. 3338 - Defense Appropriations Act, 2002
(Amounts in thousands)

FY 2001 FY 2002 Conference
Enacted Request House Senate Conference vs. enacted

TITLE|

MILITARY PERSONNEL

Military Personnel, Army. 22,175,357 23,626,684 23,335,884 23,446,734 23,752,384 +1,577,027
Military Personnel, Navy 17,772,297 19,606,984 19,574,184 19,465,964 19,551,484 +1,778,187
Military Personnel, Marine Corps 6,833,100 7,365,040 7,343,640 7,335,370 7,345,340 +512,240
Military Personnel, Air Force. 18,174,284 20,151,514 19,784,614 20,032,704 19,724,014 +1,549,730
Reserve Personnel, Army 2,473,001 2,604,197 2,629,197 2,670,197 2,670,197 +197,196
Reserve Personnel, Navy. 1,576,174 1,643,523 1,644,823 1,650,523 1,654,523 +78,349
Reserve Personnel, Marine Corps 448,886 483,300 466,800 466,300 471,200 +22,314
Reserve Personnel, Air Force 971,024 1,055,160 1,055,160 1,061,160 1,061,160 +90,136
National Guard Personnel, Army. 3,782,536 4,014,135 4,004,335 4,052,695 4,041,695 +256,159
National Guard Personnel, Air Force 1,641,081 1,776,744 1,777,654 1,783,744 1,784,654 +143,573
Total, title |, Military Personne! 75,847,740 82,307,281 81,617,281 81,965,391 82,056,651 +8,208,911

TITLE N

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

Operation and Maintenance, Army 19,144,431 21,191,680 21,021,844 22,941,588 22,335,074 +3,190,643
(By transfer - National Defense Stockpile) (50,000} (-50,000)
Operation and Maintenance, Navy. 23,419,360 26,961,382 26,628,075 27,038,067 26,876,636 +3,457,276
(By transfer - National Defense Stockpile) (50,000} (-50,000)
Operation and Maintenance, Marine Corps. 2,778,758 2,892,314 2,939,434 2,903,863 2,931,934 +153,176
Operation and Maintenance, Air Force 22,383,521 26,146,770 25,842,968 26,303,436 26,026,789 +3,643,268
(By transfer - National Defense Stockpile} (50,000) {-50,000}
Operation and Maintenance, Defense-Wide 11,844,480 12,518,631 12,122,590 12,864,644 12,773,270 +928,790
Operation and Maintenance, Army Reserve 1,562,118 1,787,246 1,788,546 1,771,246 1,771,248 +209,128
Operation and Maintenance, Navy Reser 978,946 1,003,680 1,003,690 1,003,690 1,003,680 +24,744
Operation and Maintenance, Marine Corps Reserve - 145,959 144,023 144,023 144,023 144,023 -1,936
Operation and Maintenance, Air Force Reserve 1,903,659 2,029,866 2,028,866 2,023,866 2,024,866 +121,207
Operation and Maintenance, Army National GUard ... 3,333,835 3,677,359 3,723,759 3,743,808 3,768,058 +434,223
Operation and Maintenance, Air National Guard. 3,474,375 3,867,361 3,972,161 3,988,361 3,988,961 +514,586
Overseas Contingency Operations Transfer Fund.... 3,938,777 2,844,226 2,744,228  evvvrvrnrriimsiasiinns 50,000 -3,888,777
United States Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces.. 8,574 9,096 9,006 8,096 9,096 +522
Environmentat Restoration, Army. 389,932 389,800 389,800 388,800 389,800 -132
Environmental Restoration, Navy 204,038 257,517 257,517 257,517 257,517 -36,521
Environmenta! Restoration, Air Force. 376,300 385,437 385,437 385,437 385,437 +9,137
Environmental Restoration, Defense-Wide 21,412 23,492 23,492 23,492 23,492 +2,080
Environmental Restoration, Formerly Used Defense Sites........ccniniiiinennenns 231,499 190,255 180,255 230,255 222,255 -8,244
Overseas Humanitarian, Disaster, and Civic Aid 55,900 49,700 48,700 44,700 49,700 -6,200
Former Soviet Union Threat Reduction 443,400 403,000 i, 357,000  .ccvnrreereernns -443,400
Quality of Life Enhancements, Defense 160,500 -160,500
Support for Interational Sporting Competition,Defense 15,800 15,800 15,800 15,800 + 15,800
Total, title |l, Operation and maintenance 96,889,774 106,788,645 105,282,379 106,449,689 105,047,644 +8,157,870
(By transfer) {150,000) (-150,000)

TITLE it

PROCUREMENT

Aircraft Procurement, Army 1,571,812 1,925,491 1,974,241 1,893,841 1,984,391 +412,579
Missile Procurement, Army. 1,320,681 1,859,634 1,057,409 1,774,154 1,079,330 -241,351
Procurement of Weapons and Tracked Combat Vehicles, Army .......ccccevueeene 2,472,524 2,276,746 2,252,669 2,174,546 2,193,746 -278,778
Procurement of Ammunition, Army 1,220,516 1,193,365 1,211,615 1,171,465 1,200,465 -20,051
Cther Procurement, Army. 4,497,009 3,961,737 4,103,036 4,160,186 4,183,736 -313,273
Aircraft Procurement, Navy 8,477,138 8,252,543 8,084,543 8,030,043 7,938,143 -538,995
Weapons Procurement, Navy 1,461,600 1,433,475 1,420,492 1,478,076 1,429,592 -32,008
Procurement of Ammunition, Navy and Marine Corps.. 498,349 457,099 492,599 442,799 461,399 -36,950
Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy 11,614,633 9,344,121 10,134,883 9,294,211 9,480,039 -2,124,594
Other Procurement, Navy 3,557,380 4,097,576 4,290,776 4,146,338 4,270,976 +713,596
Procurement, Marine Corps 1,233,268 881,724 1,028,662 974,054 995,442 -237,826
Aircraft Procurement, Air Force 7,583,345 10,744,458 10,549,798 10,617,332 10,567,038 +2,983,693
Missile Procurement, Air Force. 2,863,778 3,233,536 2,918,118 3,657,522 2,989,524 +125,746
Procurement of Ammunition, Air Force. 647,808 865,344 866,844 873,344 866,644 +218,836
Other Procurement, Air Force. 7,763,747 8,159,521 7,856,671 8,144,174 8,085,863 +322,118
Procurement, Defense-Wide 2,346,258 1,603,027 1,387,283 1,473,795 2,389,490 +43,232
National Guard and Reserve Equipment 100,000 oo 501,485 560,505 699,130 +599,130
Defense Production Act Purchase: 3,000 50,000 50,000 15,000 40,000 +37,000
Total, title ill, Procurement 59,232,846 60,440,297 60,190,124 60,881,434 60,864,948 +1,632,102

TITLE IV

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND EVALUATION

Research, Development, Test and Evaluation, Army 6,342,552 6,693,920 7,115,438 6,742,123 7,106,074 +763,522
Research, Development, Test and Evaluation, Navy 9,494,374 11,123,389 10,896,307 10,742,710 11,498,506 +2,004,132
Research, Development, Test and Evaluation, Air Force 14,138,244 14,343,982 14,884,058 13,859,401 14,669,931 +531,687
Research, Development, Test and Evaluation, Defense-Wide .. 11,157,375 15,050,787 6,949,098 14,445,589 15,415,275 + 4,257,900
Operational Test and Evaluation, Defense.. 227,060 217,355 245,355 216,855 231,855 +4,795

Total, title 1V, Research, Development, Test and Evaluation. 41,359,605 47,429,433 40,090,256 46,006,678 48,921,641 +7,562,036
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FY 2001 FY 2002 Conference
Enacted Request House Senate Conference vs. enacted
TITLEV
REVOLVING AND MANAGEMENT FUNDS
Defense Working Capital Funds. 916,276 1,951,986 1,524,986 1,826,986 1,312,986 +386,710
National Defense Sealift Fund:
Ready Reserve Force 270,500 508,408 412,708 407,408 432,408 +161,808
Acquisition 130,158 -130,158
Subtotal 400,658 506,408 412,708 407,408 432,408 +31,750
National Defense Airlift Fund:
c-17 2,170,923 -2,170,923
C-17 advance procurement 257,800 -257,800
C-171CS 412,200 -412,200
Subtotal. 2,840,923 -2,840,923
Total, title V, Revolving and Management Funds.... 4,157,857 2,458,394 1,937,694 2,234,394 1,745,394 -2,412,463
TITLE VI
OTHER DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE PROGRAMS
Defense Health Program:
Operation and maintenance 11,414,303 17,565,750 17,574,750 17,656,185 17,659,475 +86,245,082
Procurement : 290,006 267,915 267,915 267,915 267,915 -22,081
Research and development 413,380 65,304 434,738 452,304 463,804 +50,424
Total, Defense Health Program 12,117,779 17,898,969 18,277,403 18,376,404 18,391,194 +6,273,415
Chemical Agents & Munitions Destruction, Army: 1/
Operation and maintenance 600,000 789,020 728,520 739,020 739,020 +139,020
Procurement 105,700 164,158 164,158 164,158 164,158 +58,458
Research, development, test and evaluation 274,400 200,379 200,379 201,378 202,379 -72,021
Total, Chemical Agents 980,100 1,153,557 1,093,057 1,104,557 1,105,557 +125,457
Drug Interdiction and Counter-Drug Activities, Defense.........coveceverneicnenniinns 869,000 820,381 827,381 865,981 842,581 -26,418
Office of the Inspector General 147,545 152,021 152,021 152,021 152,021 +4,476
Total, title VI, Other Department of Defense Programs... 14,114,424 20,024,928 20,349,862 20,498,963 20,491,353 +6,376,929
TITLE VI
RELATED AGENCIES
Centrat Intelligence Agency Retirement and Disability System Fund............... 216,000 212,000 212,000 212,000 212,000 -4,000
Intelligence Community Management Account 148,631 152,776 144,929 144,776 160,429 +11,798
Transfer to Department of Justice (34,100) {27,000} {34,100) {27,000) {42,752} (+8,652)
Payment to Kaho'olawe Island Conveyance, Remediation, and
Environmental Restoration Fund 60,000 25,000 25,000 75,000 67,500 +7,500
National Security Education Trust Fund 6,950 8,000 8,000 8,000 8,000 +1,050
Total, title Vi, Related agencies 431,581 397,776 389,829 439,776 447,929 +16,348
TITLE VIR
GENERAL PROVISIONS
Additional transfer authority (Sec. 8005) (2,000,000) {2,500,000) (2,500,000} (1,500,000} {2,000,000)
Indian Financing Act incentives (Sec. 8022) 8,000  .errennrarearees 8,000 8,000 8,000 ... .
FFRDCs (Sec. 8032) -60,000 -40,000 -40,000
Disposal & lease of DOD real property {Sec. 8038) w....cccuuveuinisnrvesnansersraivarernns 24,000 19,000 19,000 19,000 18,000 -5,000
Overseas Mil Fac Invest Recovery (Sec. 8041) 3,000 3,362 3,362 3,362 3,362 +362
Rescissions (Sec. 8054) -546,980 -441,578 -201,317 -531,475 +15,805
Navy Working Capital Fund Cash Balances -800,000 -245,000 +800,000
Fuel Pricing/Rate Stabilization Adjustment -705,000 -527,000 +705,000
Excess Foreign Currency Cash Balance (Sec. 8095).....ccvvevrveenerernenecesnensenes -856,900 -200,000 -140,581 -240,000 +616,900
Travel Cards {Sec. 8103) 5,000 8,000 8,000 8,000 +3,000
Transfer to Department of Transportation {10,000} {-10,000)
United Service Organizations {Sec. 8111) 7,500 covveceenenerearaesenns 10,000 10,000 8,500 +1,000
Davis Bacon Act Threshold Ir -190,000
Depot Maintenance Utilization Waiver -140,000
Government Purchase Card (Sec. 8148} =330,000 v © -100,000 -100,000
Performance Based Academic Model 5,000 -5,000
BMDO Support reduction -14,000 + 14,000
Preservation of Democracy 20,000 -20,000
Quarantine benefits 1,000 -1,000
National D-Day Museum {Sec. 8117) 2,100 5,000 4,250 +2,150

Chicago Military Academy. 5,000 -5,000
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Ship scrapping initiative 10,000 -10,000
American Red Cross (Sec. 8087) 5,000 5,000 3,500 -1,500
U.8./China Security Review Commission 3,000 -3,000
Guif War liiness 1,650 -1,650
Oakland military academy 2,000 -2,000
Newmark {Sec. 8142) L0l o O —— 10,000  ccvsiccnnereneen 8,500 -1,500
Brownfield site 2,000 -2,000
Fisher House {Sec. 8119) 2,000 2,000 1,700 -300
Zero emission steam technology demo (Sec. 8121)....uviciiccircniicnieieicnnnnnns 2,000 2,000 . 1,700 -300
CAAS/Contract Growth {Sec. 8123) -71,367 -955,000 -1,650,000 -1,650,000 -1,578,633
Excess Funded Carryover -92,700 -797,919 +92,700
Headquarters and Administration -159,076 +159,076
Overseas Contingency Operation Transfer Fund -1,100,000 +1,100,000
Utilities (Sec. 8135) -230,000 -105,000 -108,000
Tethered Aerostat Radar System (Sec. 8144) 3,000 3,000 +3,000
Fairchild Air Force Base ({Sec. 8140} 6,000 8,000 +6,000
Army Acquisition Restructuring (Sec. 8149) -37,200 -5,000 -5,000
USS Alabama Museum Memorial {Sec. 8138) 6,000 4,200 +4,200
Special Needs Learning Center (Sec. 8141) 5,000 et 3,500 +3,500
Balllistic Missile Defense / Counter ism 1,300,000
Eisenhower Commission (Sec. 8120) 3,000 2,600 +2,600
Travel cost growth (Sec. 8102) -171,206 -262,000 -262,000
Legislative liaison savings (Sec. 8098) -50,000 -50,000 -50,000
Reserve Component Incentive and Bonus programs (Sec. 8049) 10,000 10,000 +10,000
Fort Des Moines Memorial Grant (Sec. 8116) 5,000 4,500 +4,500
Clear Radar Upgrade (Sec. 8122) 8,000 8,000 +8,000
Regional Defense Counter-Terrorism Fellowship program (Sec. 8125)........... 21,000 17,800 +17,800
Padgett Thomas Barracks (Sec. 8158} 15,000 15,000 +15,000
USS Intrepid Museum Memorial (Sec. 8139) 5,000 4,250 +4,250
Pentagon Renovation Cost Adjustment -333,000
910th Airlift Wing, Youngstown-Warren 10,000
Pentagon Reservation Emergency Response 10,000
C-5 avionics modernization 20,000
Agile combat support 10,000
WRAMC equipment 8,000
Armed Forces Retirement Home (Sec. 8163) 5,200 +5,200
Total, title Vii§ (net) -4,227,773 -209,638 -3,953,335 -852,842 -2,832,813 +1,384,960
TITLE IX
COUNTER-TERRORISM AND DEFENSE AGAINST
WEAPONS OF MASS DESTRUCTION
Counter-Terrorism & Operational Response Transfer Fund 1,670,000 478,000 +478,000
Transfer to Department of Justice {10,000) {10,000} {+10,000)
Former Soviet Union Threat Reduction 403,000 403,000 +403,000
Ballistic Missile Defense Organization - Procurement 794,557
Ballistic Missile Defense Organization - RDT&E 7,053,721
Ballistic Missile Defense Organization - FY 2001 Rescission -73,800
Defense Against Chemical & Biological Weapons, Defense-Wide 1,065,940
Defense Threat Reduction Agency 806,471
Total, title IX, Counter-terrorism and Defenise against Weapons of Mass
Destruction (net) 11,719,888  .cereciccinenes 881,000 +881,000
Total for the bill (net) 287,806,054 319,547,116 317,624,089 317,623,483 317,623,747 +29,817,693
OTHER APPROPRIATIONS
Miscellaneous Appropriations {P.L. 108-554):
Repair of U.8.8. COLE (emergency funding) 150,000 -150,000
Marine Corps Ground Task Force Training Command... 2,000 -2,000
Overseas Contingency Operations Transfer Fund (emergency fundingj..... 100,000 -100,000
Defense Imagery and Mapping Agency. 2,000 -2,000
Rapid diagnostic and fingerprinting techniques 1,000 -1,000
Fort Irwin National Training Center expansion:
. O &M, Army. 2,500 -2,600
BLM, Management of Lands & Resources 2,500 -2,500
Supplemental (P.L. 107-20) {net) 5,457,700 -5,457,700
Emergency Response Fund (P.L. 107-38) 5,460,400 -5,460,400
Actoss the board cut (0.22%) -469,000 +469,000
Total, other appropriations 10,708,100 -10,708,100
268,515,154 319,547,116 317,624,089 317,623,483 317,623,747 +16,108,593

Net grand total {inciuding other appropriations})
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CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET RECAP
Scorekeeping adjustments:
Adjustment for unapprop’d balance transfer {Stockpile) .........ccccsricrscennincne 150,000 -150,000
Stockpile colfections (unappropriated) -150,000 -150,000 -150,000 -150,000 180,000  ..ociceiveninsininins
O&M, Army transfer to National Park Service:
Defense function -5,000 -1,000 +5,000
Nondefense function 5,000 1,000 -5,000
O&M, AF transfer to Dept of Transportation:
Defense function -10,000 +10,000
Nondefense function 10,000 -10,000
Disabled military retiree payments {mandatory} 58,000 55,000 66,000 55,000 +55,000
Military personnel accounts (discretionary) -55,000 -55,000 -55,000 -55,000 -55,000
Total adjustments -150,000 -150,000 -150,000 -150,000 -150,000
RECAPITULATION
Title | - Military Personnel 75,847,740 82,307,281 81,617,281 81,965,391 82,056,651 +6,208,911
Title It - Operation and Maintenance 96,889,774 106,788,645 105,282,379 106,449,689 105,047,644 +8,157,870
(By transfer) {150,000) {-150,000}
Title it - Procurement 59,232,846 60,440,297 60,190,124 60,881,434 60,864,948 +1,632,102
Title 1V - Research, Development, Test and Evaluation .......ceccveemesesessssnsssnnanes 41,359,605 47,429,433 40,080,256 46,006,678 48,921,641 +7,562,036
Title V - Revolving and Management Funds 4,157,857 2,458,394 1,937,694 2,234,394 1,745,394 -2,412,463
Title VI - Other Department of Defense Program: 14,114,424 20,024,828 20,349,862 20,498,963 20,491,353 +6,376,929
Title VIl - Related agencies 431,581 397,776 389,929 439,776 447,929 +16,348
Title VIIl - General provisions (net) -4,227,773 -288,638 -3,953,335 -852,842 -2,832,813 +1,394,860
Title IX - Counter-terrorism & Defense against Weapons of Mass Destruction
(ret) 11,719,889  ovrvernennnsnsenanes 881,000 +881,000
Total, Department of Defense (in this bill) 287,808,054 318,547,116 317,624,089 317,623,483 317,823,747 +29,817,693
Gther appropriation 10,709,100 -10,709,100
Total DoD funding available {net) 298,515,154 319,547,116 317,624,089 317,623,483 317,623,747 +19,108,593
Other scorekeeping adjustments -150,000 -150,000 -150,000 -150,000 -150,000
Total mandatory and discretionary 208,515,154 319,397,116 317,474,088 317,473,483 317,473,747 +18,858,593
RECAP BY FUNCTION
Mandatory. 216,000 267,000 267,000 267,000 267,000 +51,000
Discretionary:
. Defense discretionary 208,282,154 319,130,116 317,204,089 317,206,483 317,205,047 +18,922,893
Nondefense discretionary 17,000 e 3,000 v 1,700 -15,300
Total di: ionary 298,299,154 316,130,116 317,207,089 317,206,483 317,206,747 +18,907,583
Grand total, mandatory and discretionary ............ccurrisnninissiinneens 298,515,154 318,397,116 317,474,089 317,473,483 317,473,747 +18,958,593

1/ Included in Budget under Procurement title.
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Supplemental Conference Conference
Request House Senate Conference vs. House vs. Senate
CHAPTER 1
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Office of the Secretary (emergency) 45,188 4,582 80,918 80,919 +76,337
Agriculture buildings and facilities and rental payments (emergency) ceevecee  ceeecccineciinisisensuins 2,875 -2,875
Agricultural Research Service:
Salaries and expenses {emergency) 5,835 70,000 40,000 +34,365 -30,000
Buildings and facilities {emergency) 73,000 73,000 +73,000 s
Cooperative State Research, Education, and Extension Service:
Research and education (emergency) §0,000 -50,000
Animal and Plant Health Inspection Seivice:
Salaries and expenses (emergency) 8,175 95,00C 105,000 +96,825 +10,000
Buildings and facilities (emergency) 14,081 14,081 14,081
Food and Safety Inspection Service { gency) 9,800 15,000 15,000 +5,200 ..o
Food and Nutrition Service: Special supplemental nutrition program for
women, infants, and children (WIC) {emergency) 38,000 39,000 +39,000
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES
Food and Drug Administration: Salaries and expenses (emergency) 1/. 104,350 127,000 151,100 +46,750 +24,100
INDEPENDENT AGENCY
Commodity Futures Trading Commission {emergency) ...eeemceecrsenencsscens 6,495 6,495 10,000 16,900 +10,405 +6,900
Total, chapter 1 51,683 155,893 574,000 535,000 +879,007 -39,000
CHAPTER 2
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
General Administration
USA Patriot Act activities (emergency) 25,000 5,000 +8,000 -20,000
Administrative review and appeals (emergency) 3,500 3,500 8,500 3,500
Legal Activities
Salaries and expenses, General legal activities (emergency) .... 12,500 12,500 21,250 12,500 e -8,750
Salaries and expenses, United States Attorneys ([emergency)... 74,600 68,450 74,600 56,370 -12,080 -18,230
United States Marshals Service:
Salaries and expenses (emergency) 11,100 11,100 26,100 10,200 -800 -15,900
Construction (emergency) 35,000 9,125 +9,125 -26,875
Federal Bureau of Investigation
Salaries and expenses {emergency) 538,500 538,500 654,500 745,000 +2086,500 +80,500
Immigration and Naturalization Service
Salaries and expenses, Enforcement and Border Affairs (emergency}............. 399,400 409,600 449,800 449,800 +40,200
Construction {emergency} 99,600 99,600 +99,600
Office of Justice Programs
Justice assistance (emergency) 2/ 400,000 400,000 400,000
State and local law enforcement assistance (EMErgency) .oecececnernnsesenennse 4,400 17,100 245,900 251,100 +234,000 +5,200
Crime victims fund (emergency) 68,100 68,100 68,100 68,100
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
International Trade Administration
Operations and administration {emergency) 1,500 750 1,500 1,000 +250 -500
Export Administration
Operations and administration (emergency) 1,756 1,756 1,756 1,756
Economic Development Admini: ion
Salaries and expenses {emergency) 35 335 -335
National Telecommunications and Information Administration
Public telecommunications facilities, planning and construction {emergency) 8,250 8,250 8,250 8,250
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Salaries and expenses (emergency)} f R (<o SO, 3,360 1,500 +1,500 -1,860
National Institute of Standards and Technology
Scientific & technical research & services (eMergency) w.u.iinicinsrrnerns 400 10,400 5,000 +5,000 -5,400
Construction of research facilities {emergency) 1,225 1,225 1,225 L1225 e
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
Operations, research, and facilities (emergency} 2,750 750 2,750 2,750 +2,000 e
Departmental Management
Salaries and expenses (emergency) 7,276 8,636 881 4,776 -3,860 +3,895

THE JUDICIARY
Supreme Court of the United States
Care of the Building and Grounds (emergency) 10,000 10,000 30,000 30,000 120,000 ..o




December 20, 2001

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

H10923

H.R. 3338 DIVISION B - FISCAL YEAR 2002 SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS — continued

(Amounts in thousands)

Supplemental Conference Conference
Request House Senate Conference vs. House vs. Senate
Court of Appeals, District Courts, and Other Judicial Services
Salaries and expenses (emergency) 5,000 5,000 +5,000
Court security {emergency) 21,500 21,500 57,521 57,521 +36,021
Administrative Office of the United States Courts: Salaries and expenses
(emergency) 2,879 2,879 12,879 e
DEPARTMENT OF STATE AND RELATED AGENCY
RELATED AGENCY
Broadcasting Board of Governors
International broadcasting operations {emergency) 9,200 9,200 +8,200
Broadcasting capital improvements {emergency) 10,000 10,000 +10,000
RELATED AGENCIES
Department of Transportation
Maritime Administration
Operation and training {emergency} 11,000 -11,000
Maritime guaranteed loan (title Xi) program account (emergency) 12,000 -12,000
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission ’
Salaries and expenses (emergency) 1,301 1,301 1,301 1,301
Securities and Exchange Commission
Salaries and expenses (emergency) 20,705 20,705 20,705 20,705
Small Business Administration
Business loans program account, guaranteed loans (emergency) 75,000 75,000 +75,000
Disaster loans program account (emergency) 150,000 140,000 75,000 76,000 -65,000
Total, chapter 2 1,342,458 1,761,698 2,424,213 2,423,158 +661,460 -1,055
CHAPTER 3
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE - MILITARY
Operation and Maintenance
Defense Emergency Response Fund (mergency) ... escsisecesescammmessnsas 7,020,989 7,242,911 1,525,000 3,395,600 -3,847,311 +1,870,600
Transfer to Department of State, Nonproliferation, Anti-Terrorism,
Demining and Related Program: {30,000) (80,000} oottt
Procurement
Other Procurement, Air Force {emergency) 303,000
Total, chapter 3 7,323,969 7,242,911 1,525,000 3,395,600 -3,847,311 . +1,870,600
CHAPTER 4
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
Federal Funds
Federal Payment to the District of Columbia for:
Emergency Response and Planning (EMergency) ....umimmnmsnnse 25,000
Protective clothing and breathing apparatus (emergency) 12,144 7,144 7,144 “5,000 e
Specialized hazardous materials equipment {emergency) 1,032 1,032 1,032
Chemical and biological weapons preparedness {emergency) 10,355 10,355 10,355
Pharmaceuticals for responders (emergency) 2,100 2,100 2,100
Response and communications capability (emergency) 14,860 14,960 +14,960
Search, rescue and other emergency equipment and support (emergency) 8,850 8,850 +8,850
Equipment, supplies and vehicles for the Office of the Chief Medical
Examiner (emergency) 1,780 1,780 +1,780
Hospital containment facilities for the Department of Health (emergency}... 8,000 8,000 +8,000
The Office of the Chief Technology Officer (emergency) 43,994 45,494 +45,404
Emergency traffic management {emergency) 20,700 20,700 +20,700
Training and planning (emergency) 11,449 9,948 +9,849
Increased facility security (emergency) 25,536 25,536 +256,536
Federal Payment to the Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority
(emergency) 3¢,100 38,100 +39,100 s
Federal Payment to the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments
(emergency) 5,000 5,000 5,000 soivsereseneeensenerans
Total, chapter 4 25,000 25,631 200,000 200,000 +174,369  ...covrrrrecrerenanans
CHAPTER 5
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE - CIVIL
Department of the Army
Corps of Engineers - Civil
Operation and Maintenance, General (EMergency} v vmereserecsierssissscnsnssnnnees 139,000 138,000 139,000 139,000
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H.R. 3338 DIVISION B - FISCAL YEAR 2002 SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS — continued
(Amounts in thousands)

Supplemental Conference Conference
Request House Senate Conference vs. House vs. Senate
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Reclamation
Water and related resources {emergency) 30,259 30,259 30,259 30,259
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY '
Atomic Energy Defense Activities
National Nuclear Security Administration
Weapons activities (emergency) 106,000 88,000 131,000 131,000 +43,000

Defense nuclear nonproliferation {emergency) 18,000 226,000 226,000 +208,000
Environmental and Other Defense Activities

Defense environmental restoration and waste management {emergency)....... 8,200 8,200 8,200 8,200
Other defense activities (emergency) 3,500 3,500 3,500 3,500
INDEPENDENT AGENCY
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (emergency) 36,000 36,000 +36,000 i
Total, chapter 5 286,959 286,959 §73,959 573,959 +287,000  ..crneenninnaniananen
CHAPTER 6

Bilateral Economic Assistance
Funds Appropriated to the President
United States Agency for International Development

Operating expenses (transfer) {emergency) (50,000)
Intemational disaster assistance (emergency) 50,000 +50,000 +50,000

CHAPTER 7
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
National Park Service

Operation of the National Park System (8mMergency) .....c.ceeueecsrecssnmssaninas 6,098 10,098 10,098 10,098
United States Park Police (emergency) 25,295 25,205 25,295 25,205
Construction {emergency) 21,624 21,624 21,624 21,624
Departmental Offices
Departmental Management: Salaries and expenses ([emergency) . 2,205 2,205 2,205 2,205
OTHER RELATED AGENCIES
Smithsenian Institution
Salaries and expenses ( gency} 21,707 21,707 21,707 21,707
National Gallery of At
Salaries and expenses {emergency) 2,148 2,148 2,148 2,148
John F. Kennedy Center for the Performing Ards
Operations and Maintenance (emergency) 4,310 4,310 4,310 4,310
National Capital Planning Commission
Salaries and expenses (emergency) 758 758 758 758
Total, chapter 7 84,145 88,145 88,145 88,145
CHAPTER &
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
Employment and Training Administration
Training and employment services (emergency) 2,000,000  ..coomriererinerernnns 32,500 32,500 +32,500 e
State unemployment insurance and employment setvice operations
{emergency) 4,100 4,100 4,100 4,100
Workers compensation programs (emergency) 175,000 175,000 +175,000  corererreeerererrenrnnen
Pension and Weifare Benefits Administration
Salaries and expenses {emergency) 1,600 1,600 1,600 1,600
Occupational Safety and Heaith Administration
Salaries and expenses {emergency) 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000

Departmental Management
Salaries and expenses {emergency) 5,880 5,880 5,880 5,880
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

Disease control, research, and training (emergency) 12,000 12,000 +12,000

Office of the Secretary

Public Health and Social Services Emergency Fund (emergency) 1/ .. 1,595,000 1,990,600 2,715,000 2,844,314 +653,714 -70,686




December 20, 2001 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE H10925

H.R. 3338 DIVISION B - FISCAL YEAR 2002 SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS — continued
(Amounts in thousands)

Supplementat Conference Conference
Request House Senate Conference vs. House vs. Senate
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
School Improvement Programs
Project SERV (emergency} 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000
RELATED AGENCIES
National Labor Relations Board
Salaries and expenses {emergency) 180 180 180 180
Social Security Administration
Limitation on administration expenses (@Mergency)......uvrmrrrmrsrrsnrssarans 7,500 7,500 7,500 7,500
Total, chapter 8 3,625,260 2,020,860 2,964,760 2,894,074 +873,214 -70,686
CHAPTER 9
LEGISLATIVE BRANCH
Joint ltems
Legistative Branch Emergency Response Fund {emergency}.......oveereernennes 256,081
Senate
Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper of the Senate { gency) 34,500 34,500 34,500
House of Representatives
Salaries and expenses (emergency) 40,712 40,712 41,712 +1,000 +1,000
Capitol Police Board
General expenses {emergency) 179,869 180,869 31,000 -148,869 -149,869
Capitol Guide Service and Special Services
E){penses {emergency} 350 +350 +350
Architect of the Capitol
Capitol Buildings {emergency) 106,304 +1086,304 +1086,304
Library of Congress
Salaries and expenses (emergency) 29,615 +29,615 +29,615
Govemment Printing Office
GPO revolving fund {(emergency} 4,000 +4,000 +4,000
Government Accounting Office
Salaries and expenses (emergency) 7,600 +7,600 +7,600
United States Capitol Historical Society
Grant (emergency} 1,000 e 1,000 e +1,000
Total, chapter 9 256,081 256,081 256,081 256,081
CHAPTER 10
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
Defense Emergency Response Fund (@mMergency) ... . mwremessernereariessesnines 25,000
Military Construction, Army {emergency) 55,700 20,700 -35,000 +20,700
Mititary Construction, Navy (emergency) 2,000 2,000 .t +2,000
Military Construction, Air Force {emergency) 47,700 . . 486,700 -1,000 +48,700
Military construction, Defense-wide (emergency) 475,000 35,000 +35,000 -440,000
Total, chapter 10 25,000 105,400 475,000 104,400 -1,000 -370,600
CHAPTER 11
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Office of the Secretary
Salaries and expenses {t gency) 1,500 458 1,500 s -458 -1,500
Transportation security administration {emergency) 15,000 v 94,800 +79,800 +94,800
Aircraft passenger and baggage screening activities {emergency} 1,250,000 -1,250,000 "
Offsetting collections {emergency) -1,850,000 +1,250,000 .. -
Payments to Air Carriers {Airport and Airway Trust Fund) (emergency) 57,000 50,000 +50,000 -7,000
. Coast Guard
Operating Expenses {emergency) 203,000 144,813 285,350 208,150 | +864,237 -76,200
Federal Aviation Administration
Operations (Airport and Airway Trust Fund) {(emergency} .......vcrmemreescecsseaness 300,000 291,500 251,000 200,000 -91,500 -51,000
Facilities & equipment {Airport and Airway Trust Fund) {emergency) ovveveerenes 108,500 175,000 . 108,500 -66,500 +108,500
Research, engineering, and development {Airport and Airway Trust Fund)
(emergency) 50,000 50,000 +50,000  cvrvrrrrrnrnresnncenas
Grants-in-aid for airports (Airport and Airway Trust Fund) {emergency) 200,000 175,000 +175,000 -25,000
Federa! Highway Administration
Miscellaneous appropriations (Highway Trust Fund) {emergency) 10,000 110,000 100,000 +100,000 -10,000

Federal-aid highways (Highway Trust Fund): Emergency relief program
(emergency) 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000

\¢
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H.R. 3338 DIVISION B - FISCAL YEAR 2002 SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS — continued
(Amounts in thousands)

Supplemental Conference Conference
Request House Senate Conference vs. House vs. Senate
Federal Railroad Administration
Safety and operations (emergency)} 6,000 6,000 6,000 6,000
Capital grants to the National Railroad Passenger Corporation {emergency).. 100,000 100,000 +100,000  ..cormmcrcnireninnnenes
Federal Transit Administration
Formula grants (emergency} 23,500 23,500 23,500 23,500
Capital investment grants {emergency) 100,000 100,000
Research and Special Programs Administration
Research and special programs (emergency) 6,000 2,500 6,000 2,500 e -3,600
Office of Inspector General
Salaries and expenses (emergency) 2,000 1,300 +1,300 -700
RELATED AGENCY
National Transportation Safety Board
Salaries and expenses (emergency) 836 465 836 650 +185 -186
Total appropriation: 734,336 1,084,336 1,268,186 1,206,400 -687,936 +28,214
Offsetting collections -1,250,000 +1,250,000  .civirireiinsnnnnnenns
Total, chapter 11 734,338 734,336 1,268,186 1,296,400 +562,064 +28,214
CHAPTER 12

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Departmental Offices

Salaries and expenses (emergency) 9,400
Treasury Inspector General for Tax Administration {emergency) . 2,032 2,032 2,032 2,032
Financial Crimes Enforcement Network (emergency) 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700
Federal Law Enforcement Training Center
Salaries and expenses (emergency) 13,846 23,231 22,846 23,000 -231 +154
Acquisition, construction, improvements and related expenses (emergency).. . 8,500  oervennererninrrnn 8,500  iieverninrernenens +8,500
Financial Management Service
Salaries and expenses (emergency) [0+ JRRv o 600 -600
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms
Salaries and expenses (emergency) 31,431 31,431 31,431 31,431
United States Customs Seivice
Salaries and expenses {emergency) 107,500 301,759 292,603 392,603 +80,844 +100,000
Operation, Maintenance and Procurement, Air and Marine Interdiction
Programs (emergency) 6,700 8,700 8,700 6,700
Internal Revenue Service
Processing, Assistance, and Management (emMergency) .......cccvummsinsssnins 18,658  .ccverceenrrrnrnennnaeis 16,658 12,980 +12,990 -3,668
Tax Law Enforcement (emergency)} 4,544 4,544 4,544 4,544
Information Systems (emergericy) 15,881 s 15,991 15,861 +15,991 et
United States Secret Service
Salaries and expenses (emergency) 104,769 104,769 104,769 104,769
POSTAL SERVICE
Payment to the Postal Service Fund (emergency) 600,000 500,000 +800,000 -100,000
EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
Office of Administration (emergency) 50,040 oo 50,040 50,040 +50,040  .ooirierrirenennianns
INDEPENDENT AGENCIES
General Services Administration
Rea! Properly Activities
Federal Buildings Fund (emergency) 200,500 87,360 126,500 126,512 +39,152 +12
Nationat Archives and Records Administration
Operating Expenses {emergency) 4,818 4,818 1,600 +1,600 -3,218
Repairs and Restoration (emergency) 2,180 2,180 1,000 +1,000 -1,180
Total, chapter 12 572,709 572,026 1,283,412 1,283,412 CHT11,386  ceecreeeeeerieeenens
CHAPTER 13
DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS
Departmental Administration
General operating expenses (emergency) 2,000 e 2,000 s +2,000
Construction, Major Projects (emergency) 2,000 . 2,000 -2,000

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
Community Planning and Development
Community development fund (emergency) 2,000,000 2,000,000 +2,000,000  .ooervernerinerrenrinnenns
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H.R. 3338 DIVISION B - FISCAL YEAR 2002 SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS — continued
(Amounts in thousands)

Supplemental Conference Conference
Request House Senate Conference vs. House vs. Senate
Management and Administration
Office of Inspector General (emergency} 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000
INDEPENDENT AGENCIES
Department of Health and Human Services
National [nstitutes of Health
National Institute of Environmental Heaith Sciences (emergency) 10,500 10,500 10,500
Environmental Protection Agency
Science and Technology (emergency) 40,040 10,000 41,514 80,308 +80,308 +48,794
Environmental Programs and Management (€mMergency)....cccweeaarcmnnmsnsnnns 25,170 140,360 38,194 39,000 -101,360 +806
Hazardous Substance Superfund (emergency) 5,790 5,800 41,202 41,202 +835,492 ..o
State and Tribal Assistance Grants (emergency) 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000
Federal Emergency Management Agency
Disaster relief (emergency) 4,800,000 4,345,000 5,824,344 4,356,871 +11,871 -1,467,473
Salaries and expenses (emergency) 20,000 30,000 20,000 25,000 -5,000 +5,000
Emergency Management Planning and Assistance (emergency) 2/ .....cooovee §80,000 35,000 290,000 220,000 +185,000 70,000
National Aeronautics and Space Administration
Human space flight (emergency) 64,500 81,000 64,500 78,000 -5,000 +11,500
Science, Aeronattics and Technology (EMErgency}......cmemmmecarmsnsessesssnsanes 28,600 36,500 28,600 32,500 -4,000 +3,900
Office of inspector General {emergency) 3,000 -3,000 .
National Science Foundation
Research and Related Activities (emergency) 300 300 300 300
Total, chapter 13 5,672,400 4,705,460 8,367,244 6,898,771 +2,194,311 -1,467,473
CHAPTER 14

ADDITIONAL EMERGENCY RELIEF AND RECOVERY PROVISIONS
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
Disease control, research, and training (emergency) 12,000 12,000 s
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Community Planning and Development

Community development fund {(emergency) 1,825,000 -1,825,000
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
Employment and Training Administration
Training and employment seivices {emergency) 32,500 232,500 e
State Unemployment Security Office
Workers compensation programs (emergency) 175,000 175,000 .o
Total, chapter 14 2,044,500 -2,044,500  .vnicceneneennnes
Grand total 20,000,000 20,000,000 20,000,000 20,000,000

CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET RECAP

Scorekeeping adjustments:
Defense Cooperation Account (emergency) 1,000 1,000 1,000 e

Total discretionary 20,001,000 20,001,000 20,000,000 20,000,000 1,000 e,

1/ FDA appropriation of $104.35 miilion was originally requested by the President as part of the HHS Public health and social services emergency fund account.
2/ Amounts for counterterrorism assistance to State and local governments were requested by the President as part of FEMA.
3/ National Park Service relocation costs were originally requested by the President as part of the GSA Federal buildings fund account.
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I have no requests for
time. We did the best we could with the
little bit of money we had.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield such time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. DICKS) for a very brief col-
loquy.

(Mr. DICKS asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Speaker, I would like
to enter into a colloquy with the dis-
tinguished gentleman from California
(Mr. LEWIS).

Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of this De-
fense Appropriations bill. Chairman LEwis and
Ranking Member MURTHA have done excellent
work in balancing very difficult and demanding
priorities. Most of all, | am very pleased that
the conferees agreed to accept a Senate pro-
vision which allows the Air Force to lease new
aircraft to replace the oldest of our KC-135
tankers. The issue of replacing the Air Force’'s
tanker refueling aircraft is, in fact, very simple
despite the cloud of confusion being created
by its opponents. In their frenzy to condemn
what they see as a special deal, they have to-
tally lost sight of the facts. The truth is this
provision is a good deal—a good deal for our
armed forces and a good deal for taxpayers.

First, it is important to understand that every
credible defense and aviation observer agrees
that it is time to replace the aging KC-135-E
tanker aircraft fleet with new tankers based on
the 767 aircraft. Both of the large tanker re-
fueling aircraft now in use were built by the
Boeing Company—current aircraft are based
on the 707 and DC-10 airliners—and Air
Force analyses have shown that the 767 due
to its size, range, and carrying capacity is
uniquely suited to this role. The proof of this
is already evident in the commercial market-
place. The Italian Government has already
signed a deal for 767 tankers for its Air Force,
Japan recently did the same, and several
other European governments are likely to be
close behind. The 136 KC-135 E model air-
craft the Air Force is seeking to replace aver-
age 43 years of age. They exhibit severe cor-
rosion and structural damage due to age and
spend on average well over a year in depot in
an attempt to patch up this damage. The Air
Force has two choices, either spend billions to
attempt to repair and partially modernize these
aircraft, or make the transition to a new air-
frame with much greater capability and lower
cost of operation. The decision is not hard.
The Air Force must replace its KC-135 Es
and it must begin its program now.

The war in Afghanistan has shown just how
vital our tanker capability is. Navy aircraft fly-
ing from aircraft carriers are being refueled at
least 2 and sometimes 3 or 4 times on each
mission. Bombers from Diego Garcia, and
even those coming all the way from the United
States, are being refueled, some up to as
much as 6 times on one mission. Simply put,
we could not fight a war in Afghanistan without
these tankers, and what we've discovered is
that our current fleet is too old to do the job
for long in high intensity situations like the cur-
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rent one. The only question then is how do we
pay to replace these tankers? Again, for the
Air Force the choice is relatively simple. It
needs 100 aircraft delivered as quickly as pos-
sible. The Air Force calculates that phasing
out the KC-135 Es on an aggressive schedule
will save at least $5.9 billion. But the Air
Force’s procurement budget was held flat this
year by the new administration, and for now
there doesn’t appear to be any help for pro-
curement in sight. The Air Force bears the re-
sponsibility of paying not only for the nation’s
tanker aircraft, but also for all of the nation’s
airlift, most of our space assets, and our Air
superiority capability. So the right answer is to
lease tanker aircraft, which allows the Air
Force to spread the cost over up to 10 years,
and buy down the value of these aircraft to the
point where at the end of the lease, the Air
Force can easily buy or release these aircraft
for their residual value. This is the same prin-
ciple on which a car lease operates, an ar-
rangement understood and exercised by mil-
lions of Americans. And the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget (OMB) has determined that
“the lease price quoted is a very good price.”
How can the taxpayer be sure that Boeing will
not turn around at the end of the lease and
sell these aircraft to somebody else? Boeing
can sell or lease these aircraft only with US
government approval under export control
laws.

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the next six lines of
the colloquy be inserted in the record.

Mr. LEWIS of California. Absolutely.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair advises the gentleman that col-
loquies may not be inserted in the
record.

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, would the gentleman read this very
brief colloquy to me, and I will try to
respond.

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Speaker, I under-
stand that this bill grants approval for
the Air Force to enter into a lease for
new tanker aircraft to be delivered as
general purpose aircraft in commercial
configuration. Is that correct?

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, reclaiming my time, the gentleman
is correct.

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Speaker, it is also
my understanding that Italy and Japan
have selected the 767 tanker for their
air forces. Italy intends to buy at least
four of the tankers, and Japan intends
to procure at least one. Further, I be-
lieve that the same tanker configura-
tion is being offered commercially to
other countries to meet their in-flight
refueling requirements. Is that the gen-
tleman’s understanding?

[ 1030

Mr. LEWIS of California. Yes, it is.

Mr. DICKS. Then the gentleman
would say that a commercial market
exists for general purpose, commer-
cially configured aerial refueling tank-
er aircraft?

Mr. LEWIS of California. Yes, very
well said.

Mr. DICKS. Would the gentleman
agree a general purpose aircraft that
will meet the general requirements of
many customers; that can operate as a
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passenger aircraft, a freighter, a pas-
senger/freighter ‘‘combination’” air-
craft, or as an aerial refueling tanker;
and is available to either government
or private customers, meets the defini-
tion of a general purpose, commer-
cially configured aircraft?

Mr. LEWIS of California. Absolutely.

Mr. DICKS. The gentleman would
agree with that assessment?

Mr. LEWIS of California. Of course.
Of course.

Mr. DICKS. I thank the chairman.

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield such time as he may con-
sume to the chairman of the full com-
mittee, the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. YOUNG).

(Mr. YOUNG of Florida asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
this is a very good bill, and I think we
will pass it expeditiously here this
morning, but I want to remind the
Members that it does include the $20
billion emergency supplemental, which
is divided into three basic sections;
which is national defense, or military,
homeland defense, and the recovery ef-
fort for after the terrible September 11
attack.

I want to thank the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. MURTHA) for being a
good partner on the minority side, and
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
OBEY), who has been a tremendous
partner as we went through this proc-
ess. And, of course, the gentleman from
California (Mr. LEWIS) is an out-
standing chairman of the Sub-
committee on Defense of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

I am happy to report, Mr. Speaker,
that this is the 15th, let me repeat, the
15th appropriation bill that we have
done this year. We have not lumped
any of them together. Each bill has had
its own identity. This is something we
have been striving to do for years, and
this year we finally accomplished it.

Mr. Speaker, today the House is con-
sidering a very important piece of leg-
islation, our last appropriations bill—
H.R. 3338, the Defense Appropriations
bill for fiscal year 2002. Included in this
bill is not only critical funding for the
Defense Department and the Intel-
ligence Community, but also an alloca-
tion of the $20 billion in emergency
supplemental appropriations enacted
as part of the Emergency Supplemental
Appropriations Act for Recovery from
and Response to Terrorist Attacks on
the United States.

I commend Chairman LEWIS, working
closely with his partner, the ranking
Member of the subcommittee, JACK
MURTHA—as well as all of the members
of the Defense Appropriations Sub-
committee, on the cooperation that
has produced a truly bipartisan De-
fense portion of this bill that shares
broad-based support. This was not only
because of the way this bill was put to-
gether, but because of what it does. It
is a bill which provides strong support
for our troops—both in the immediate



December 20, 2001

circumstances they find themselves, as
well as the longer term security chal-
lenges confronting our Nation.

You may know that the Defense Sub-
committee was actually beginning its
subcommittee mark-up of this bill on
the very morning of September 11th—
when our country suffered the horrific
attacks on New York and Washington.
As we all know, those attacks have
changed so many, many things—and I
can report that this Defense Appropria-
tions bill was re-worked by the com-
mittee following the attacks as well as
the onset of our military operations
overseas, to reflect the new demands of
the war on terrorism as well as the
other challenges we confront around
the world. The bill addresses new
threats of this new century—ranging
from areas such as Ballistic Missile De-
fense, to force protection measures for
our troops in the field, and new equip-
ment and technologies such as aerial
refueling aircraft and unmanned aerial
vehicles. It also fully funds the Presi-
dent’s initiatives in the area of mili-
tary pay and quality of life programs—
such as the largest military pay raise
in 15 years, and more than a 50 percent
increase in funding for the medical pro-
grams supporting our troops and their
families. And it includes a new title to
deal with counter-terrorism—ranging
from more funding for intelligence, to
providing additional resources in the
area of so-called ‘‘cyber war’ (com-
puter network protection) and im-
proved equipment and research to
counter the threats of chemical and bi-
ological weapons.

EMERGENCY SUPPLEMENTAL

With regard to Emergency supple-
mental portion of the bill—Division
B—I believe we have struck an appro-
priate balance between funding to ad-
dress our homeland security, recovery
efforts and humanitarian assistance,
and defense requirements. We expect
that this is only the first bill that will
provide funding to support our war
against terrorism and the needs of this
country to respond and recover from
the attacks of September 11th.

The conference report before you
today includes $20 billion to address
the immediate requirements.

RECOVERY

The bill provides approximately $8.2
billion to help impacted areas recover
from the terrorist attacks. This brings
the total provided for recovery at $11.2
billion when $3 billion in previously re-
leased funds are added. Included is: $2
billion for the Community Develop-
ment Block Grant for economic recov-
ery assistance in New York City; $4.357
billion for FEMA disaster relief $300
million in additional transportation
assistance and security enhancements,
including funds for Amtrak, subways
and ferries; and $140 million in reim-
bursement to hospitals impacted by
the terrorist attacks.

HOMELAND SECURITY

The bill provides approximately $8.3
billion to improve our homeland de-
fense and to assist communities in
their emergency preparedness, includ-
ing: $399.7 million for the Customs
Service for increased border and sea-
port inspections, $285.5 million more
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than the request; $209 million for the
Coast Guard, $6 million above the
President’s request; $2.5 billion for
Public Health and Bioterrorism activi-
ties, $1 billion above the request; Avia-
tion security initiatives through the
Federal Aviation Administration re-
ceive $200 million which includes $100
million for cockpit door modifications
and $65 million for the hiring of addi-
tional Sky marshals. An additional
$108.5 million is provided to the FAA
for the purchase and installation of ex-
plosive detection systems; $93 million
for grants to U.S. seaports for security
assessments and enhancements; $745
million for the Federal Bureau of In-
vestigation for a variety of
counterterrorism efforts, $206 million
above the request; $2566 million for Leg-
islative branch security and the U.S.
Capitol Police are authorized to hire an
additional 195 FTEs; $226 million for
Nuclear Nonproliferation, including
$120 million to secure nuclear mate-
rials at sites in Russia and the Newly
Independent States.
NATIONAL DEFENSE

The bill provides $3.5 billion for the
Department of Defense for increased
operational costs, Pentagon recon-
struction and classified activities. This
brings the total for defense spending in
the counter-terror supplemental to
$17.2 billion. Also provides authority
for agencies to reimburse the National
Guard.

I am asking that we move this impor-
tant legislation forward so we can get
it to the President for his signature.
Critical funding for our military during
a time of war and for homeland secu-
rity and recovery efforts is at stake.

Mr. RYUN of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today in support of our national security. Dur-
ing most of the last decade, the United States
military has been consistently asked to make
do with inadequate budgets. By adding more
than $19 billion over the funding made avail-
able last year, this bill marks a turn for the
better in defense funding.

Our nation has recently suffered a dev-
astating blow from a new and faceless enemy.
Terror was brought to our door on September
11th—masterminded by an enemy as devious
as he is evasive.

As we witness the day-by-day actions of our
military response to Operation Enduring Free-
dom, the importance of our readiness to domi-
nate the conflict is a constant reminder. If we
expect to control the battlefield, we must be
prepared to fight quickly and with decisive
force. We must allocate enough resources to
support our troops at the highest level of read-
iness.

By appropriating $317.5 billion, H.R. 3338
will give our fighting forces the funding levels
needed to succeed in protecting our national
security interests.

| urge my colleagues to vote for this con-
ference report and give our expectional mili-
tary personnel the support and equipment they
need to achieve current goals and those of the
future.

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, | commend
the leaders of the House, our colleagues in
the Senate and the president and his adminis-
tration for following through today on a com-
mitment made to Colorado to construct a new
facility in Fort Collins, Colorado to replace the
aging Center for Disease Control building
there which houses the Division of Vector-
Borne Infectious Diseases (DVBID). The first,
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and most important step, in fulfilling this com-
mitment is contained in the resolution before
us now, H.R. 3338—the Department of De-
fense Appropriations Act conference report
and its supplemental appropriations for bio-ter-
rorism.

As you know, the safety and security of the
Division of Vector-Borne Infectious Diseases
in Fort Collins has been of the utmost impor-
tance to me, to Colorado and to the nation. It
is a high complement to the outstanding pro-
fessional staff and administrators of the Fort
Collins CDC facility to know that they will fi-
nally be getting a new facility commensurate
with the world-class researchers who daily ac-
complish there important mission in the spirit
of devoted public service.

The DVBID employs a number of epi-
demiologists, entomologists, molecular biolo-
gists, laboratory technicians, and behavioral
scientists along with the other members of
their prestigious staff. The DVBID performs
critical functions for the country including con-
ducting epidemiological studies to monitor dis-
ease spread, identification of risk factors asso-
ciated with transmission and measuring public
health impact, studying pathogens and devel-
oping new and more effective integrated, com-
munity-based prevention and control strate-
gies, including vaccine development programs.

The facility deals with such deadly patho-
gens as Lyme disease, Dengue, Hemorrhagic
Fever, Arboviral Encephalitides, Plague and
Aedes albopictus that can be transmitted
through hosts such as insects, mammals, and
rodents. Clearly, Mr. Speaker, the work done
by the DVBID entails life-saving research af-
fecting not only Colorado and the United
States, but also the entire world. The new fa-
cility initiated by this bill will lend another help-
ing hand as the DVBID continues to fight
these diseases.

Mr. Speaker, the working conditions at the
existing facility are not conducive to allowing
the doctors and researchers of the DVBID to
do their jobs as well as they otherwise would
be able. As many in this House know, the In-
spector General will soon be issuing a report
citing approximately $100 million as the pos-
sible cost for completing this new facility. Due
to the dramatic state of disrepair of the facility
and the more urgent shortcomings in security
as documented in the report, expediting the
construction becomes even more critical.
When the laboratory was first constructed in
the 1960s, it was only designed to accommo-
date 50 employees. Through the years, new
personnel have been added and now the facil-
ity contains more than 150 scientists, re-
searchers, and other workers. Clearly, the
number of people working in this building have
tested its capacity and created an extremely
cramped working environment. The security
needs of the facility are well documented in
the IG’s report and are self-explanatory. Be-
cause of the sensitivity of the report's rec-
ommendations, | will not restate them herein
but will insist the report’s findings receive ex-
pedient attention.

In addition to the confining workspace, the
facility’s airflow system has been a chronic
problem. In most government offices, such a
ventilation problem would only be a minor in-
convenience (my office in the U.S. House of
Representatives suffers from a similar prob-
lem). However, proper airflow and ventilation
become much larger issues when placed with-
in the context of laboratory conducting re-
search on some of the world’s most volatile vi-
ruses.

Mr. Speaker, while | worked hard to make
sure the new building would be constructed,
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this was certainly not a one-man effort. The
Senator from Colorado Mr. ALLARD, and gentle
lady from Colorado Ms. DEGETTE were instru-
mental in helping me elevate the needs of the
Fort Collins lab to a state of national concern.
In fact, Ms. DEGETTE traveled to Fort Collins
and toured the facility with me. Together we
observed first hand the clear and convincing
conditions of the facility, which fully warrant re-
placement of the lab. Fort Collins Mayor Ray
Martinez also joined me on a separate tour of
the facility. His observations and subsequent
leadership likewise proved crucial in conveying
to this Congress the urgency of this project.

The gentlemen from Texas, Mr. DELAY took
personal interest in the facility as well and
played the pivotal role in inserting the nec-
essary language to effectuate the facility re-
placement into the legislation under our imme-
diate consideration. Finally, Mr. Speaker, |
thank President George W. Bush whose staff
helped set this victory in motion. By pledging
its word and its honor early on, the White
House has assured me and Colorado that the
new facility will be completed in a speedy and
timely fashion, and through his representa-
tives, the president has given me his commit-
ment to place the goal of completion of the
Fort Collins facility among his administration’s
highest priorities.

Once again the Colorado delegation to this
Congress has proved that working together
across party lines for the greater good of Col-
orado and all our constituents yields produc-
tive results in Congress for America. | am
deeply grateful for the support and assistance
of my Colorado colleagues. Absent their de-
voted attention to this important matter, it is
most likely the new DVBID facility would re-
main an elusive dream.

Mr. Speaker as | have stated, | am proud to
announce the new DVBID facility to be housed
at Colorado State University. | congratulate
the employees of the facility, especially the di-
rector, Dr. Duane Gubler. | applaud the efforts
of the DVBID and look forward to being at the
groundbreaking ceremony.

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, while we all want
to support our military, our fight against ter-
rorism, and efforts to rebuild areas affected by
the terrorist attacks of September 11, | find |
must once again express my strong objection
to the continued disregard for existing law and
the House Rules shown by the Appropriations
Committee. While the conference report has
only been available for a few hours, there
clearly are several objectionable provisions.
While too numerous to specify all of them, |
will highlight just a few.

When the House considered H.R. 3338 on
November 28, several points of order were
made striking provisions that funded certain
aviation and highway spending from the Avia-
tion and Highway Trust Funds. The points of
order were upheld because language directing
that the funding be from the trust funds was
determined to be a violation of the House
Rules because this funding from the Trust
Funds was not authorized. The $40 billion
emergency response supplemental passed
after September 11 did not provide for funding
from the Trust Funds. This spending should
come from the general fund. Perhaps it is no
surprise to find that this conference report in-
serts the Trust Fund provisions again, in viola-
tion of the House Rules.

It is shocking that just a few days after the
FY2002 Department of Transportation Appro-
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priations Act was signed into law, the Appro-
priators have seen a need to make “technical
corrections” to the Act and continue their prac-
tice of Revenue Aligned Budget Authority di-
version which negatively impacts state formula
funds. The Transportation Appropriations Act
diverted roughly $1 billion of RABA (which
under TEA 21 is to be distributed proportion-
ately to states and among allocated programs)
into a few programs to increase their ear-
marking opportunities. One of the programs
which had its share of RABA funds zeroed out
was the Woodrow Wilson Bridge, which under
TEA 21 should have received $29.9 million in
RABA funds this year. Now, | am no fan of the
vast amounts of federal highway funds going
toward this project, but that is the project’s fair
share under TEA 21. H.R. 3338 restores
$29.9 million to the Wilson Bridge. But the
Bridge’s good fortune is more bad news for
the States. In order to make room for the addi-
tional funding for the Bridge, all the States will
receive another cut from their TEA 21 formula
funds to pay for the $29.5 million. This is on
top of the $423 million cut in formula funds as
a result of the first raid on the States included
in the DOT Appropriations Act.

Inexplicably, the Appropriators cut RABA
funds for the National Scenic Byway Program,
a program that seeks to preserve some of the
great driving roads across our nation and that
should receive $3.4 million in RABA funds.

The Appropriators found time to do a little
more earmarking, though in a less objection-
able fashion. Two more projects for Mis-
sissippi and Washington are included, but
funded from general funds and added to the
$144 million of projects funded in sec. 330 of
the original DOT Act and then earmarked.
While unauthorized, we should at least be
thankful that, unlike the Senate bill, the con-
ference report does not fund these two
projects from the Trust Fund programs that
were the beneficiaries of the raid on the RABA
funds from the states and other programs.

On December 11, less than 10 days ago,
the House passed by voice vote H.R. 3441.
This bill, requested by the Administration, cre-
ates the positions of Under Secretary of
Transportation for Policy and Assistant Sec-
retary for Public Affairs. When the House con-
sidered this bill on the Floor, not one member
of the Appropriations Committee expressed
any concerns. In fact, not one word of opposi-
tion was uttered on the Floor. And again, it
was passed by voice vote. Yet, section 1107
of this conference report prohibits the use of
any funds for these two positions. Why? No
explanation is given.

Section 1102 provides that no appropriated
funds or revenues generated by Amtrak may
be used to implement section 204(c)(2) of Am-
trak’s current authorization law until Congress
has enacted an Amtrak authorization law. Sec-
tion 204(c)(2) requires Amtrak to prepare a lig-
uidation plan within 90 days of the Amtrak Re-
form Council determining that Amtrak will not
reach operational self-sufficiency by Decem-
ber, 2002. It also requires the Council to sub-
mit a plan to restructure Amtrak within 90 days
of that finding. The Council made such a find-
ing last month.

This prohibition on developing such plans
will impede Congress’ consideration of the fu-
ture of Amtrak. The liquidation and restruc-
turing plans would help educate Members and
provide vital information during reauthorization
of Amtrak. It is sad that the Appropriators saw
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fit to eliminate this statutory requirement. And,
since it prohibits use of appropriations and
revenues generated by Amtrak, | would argue
that this is legislating on an appropriations bill
in violation of the House Rules.

Chapter 11 of this conference report is re-
plete with legislative provisions affecting pro-
grams under the jurisdiction of the Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure Committee. This prac-
tice of usurping the jurisdiction of authorizing
committees must stop. And it is getting worse
with each passing year. Thankfully, we have
completed all action on appropriations bills for
FY 2002, but next year we must not continue
to proceed down this path. | urge all Members,
particularly those on authorizing committees,
to stand together against this continuing as-
sault on the jurisdiction of the authorizing com-
mittees.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, the De-
fense Appropriations bill for 2002 (H.R. 3338)
includes important language to solve a critical
problem with funding deficiencies in a tech-
nical assistance program under the Multifamily
Assisted Housing and Assistance Restruc-
turing Act (MAHRA). The Office of Multifamily
Housing and Assistance  Restructuring
(OHMAR) was charged with the administration
of this program, which offers grants to non-
profit groups for outreach and rehabilitation of
housing. OMHAR mistakenly exceeded an an-
nual $10 million restriction in two of the last
four fiscal years. HUD has subsequently fro-
zen all funds for the program. Over 100 non-
profit and tenant organizations with written,
signed contracts have incurred expenses on
the assumption that the contracts would be
honored. Even though these organizations
have completed work according to the terms
of their contracts, they are now forced to lay
off staff because invoices for reimbursement
have not been paid. The solution included in
the defense appropriations bill does not re-
quire the appropriation of new money. Rather,
it includes a technical correction to appropriate
money that already exists within the HUD
budget.

While | strongly support this technical cor-
rection as a necessary and critical step to en-
sure that 100's of non-profit organizations
around the country are properly compensated,
there remains one area of concern. The lan-
guage embodies requirements for additional
audits and reviews of the office responsible as
well as other elements of the program. While
a full and ongoing investigation of the reasons
for OMHAR'’s financial errors is absolutely
necessary, these steps can and should be
taken without further delaying the reimburse-
ment of non-profit organizations associated
with the program. Any additional requirements
for financial reviews and audits should balance
the need for continued accountability with the
need to meet our current and future obliga-
tions to these important non-profit organiza-
tions.

| urge my colleagues to work with their local
non-profit housing organizations to ensure that
any additional requirements posed by this leg-
islation do not serve to stymie their efforts to
provide quality housing in our nation’s commu-
nities.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today in support of H.R. 3338, the Fiscal Year
2002 Defense Appropriations Conference Re-
port and ask unanimous consent to revise and
extend by remarks.

As a member of the Defense Subcommittee,
let me first thank our Chairman JERRY LEwWIS
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and our ranking member, Congressman MUR-
THA, as well as our full Committee Chairman
BILL YOUNG.

Our subcommittee was first scheduled to
begin work on this bill on the morning of Sep-
tember 11 at the very hour that terrorists at-
tacked our county, killing thousands of our fel-
low Americans and forever changing the
course of our nation’s history.

America is now at war and our young men
and women in the military have been called on
to defend our citizens and our nation. The
course of our nation’s history will not be writ-
ten by the terrorists but by the bravery and
success of our troops now serving on the
frontlines of this war against terrorism. And
our history will be written, in part, by the ac-
tions we take here today.

Today, there is no more important task be-
fore this Congress than to provide our military
with the tools and resources they need to de-
fend our citizens and fight for our freedom.
Our military needs to know that this Congress
not only supports their mission in theory but in
substance; that we are prepared to take all the
necessary steps and provide all the necessary
means for their safety and their success in
battle. With this Conference Report, we go a
long way in doing just that.

With this bill, we help meet the immediate
needs of our troops and their families, to keep
our military at the ready, and to invest in all
the many, diverse capabilities we need to pro-
tect our citizens from all potential threats.

Overall, we provide $317.5 billion for the
Department of Defense and with those dollars,
we do the following:

First and foremost, we give our troops better
pay.

We add much needed dollars for troop read-
iness, training, supplies, and mobility that
allow our Commander in Chief to send our
Armed Forces into battle anywhere and at a
moment’s notice.

We add support for our National Guard and
reserves, so many of whom have now been
called to duty.

We provide for modernizing major weapon
systems that allow us to better combat our en-
emies in the air, on the ground and at sea.

We continue to support critical long-term in-
vestments in research and development so we
have the most lethal and effective weapons
now and in the future.

We add significant resources to strengthen
classified intelligence programs, and accel-
erate and enhance U.S. military intelligence,
surveillance and reconnaissance capabilities.

And we also add critical funds for our home-
land defense to better protect our citizens from
all potential threats.

And with the release of $20 billion in emer-
gency appropriations, we are also helping to
meet the very real needs of those commu-
nities and states most directly impacted by the
attacks of September 11 and to strengthen our
homeland defense.

As my colleagues know, New Jersey was
on the frontlines of the attacks of September
11 our people suffered greatly as so many
lives were lost and our state and local law en-
forcement where there to answer the call to
help our neighbors in New York. And it's im-
portant that we all work to help rebuild lower
Manhattan and most important, work together
to help our fellow citizens who suffered to re-
build their lives.

| want to thank the House for agreeing to
requests to help New Jersey directly by includ-
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ing $30 million to replace our state police
communications system which sat atop the
World Trade Center and was destroyed in the
attack. And as a result of the destruction of
the PATH station, thousands of New Jersey
commuters are struggling every day to get to
work. Our commuters need help and this bill
provides relief for our commuters by providing
$100 million for increased mass transit and
$100 million for increased ferry service. We
also provide $100 million critical safety im-
provements for the tunnels that take millions
of people to and from Manhattan and New
Jersey every day.

Finally, let us also be clear that the commit-
ments we make in this bill to our military do
not meet every need. As more will be required
of our troops, more will be required of this
Congress.

Mr. Speaker, as those of us who have
served in the military know only too well, wars
are fought by the young. We know, too, that
freedom never has, nor will it be this time,
free. At no time in our nation’s history has the
sacrifice and service of our young men and
women been more important to the defense of
our country and the security of our future.

Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to pass
the fiscal year 2002 Defense Appropriations
Conference Report and to do so unanimously.

[From Daily Record, Dec. 20, 2001]
FRELINGHUYSEN DISAPPOINTED WITH FUNDING
FOR N.J. MILITARY
(By Matt Manochio)

U.S. Rep. Rodney Frelinghuysen said
Wednesday he’s disappointed with the fund-
ing provided by the U.S. Senate for New Jer-
sey’s military installations, but the state’s
two Democratic senators say they are stead-
fast in their support of those bases.

Frelinghuysen, R-Harding, released a
statement with details of the Department of
Defense budget that soon will land on Presi-
dent’ Bush’s desk.

At Picatinny Arsenal in Rockaway Town-
ship, $447 million is slated for research and
development for the arsenal’s Crusader self-
propelled howitzer program. All totaled,
more than $600 million is earmarked for
Picatinny projects in the 2002 budget.

Frelinghuysen’s statement compared
House and Senate funding requests, along
with the amounts that actually made it into
the budget.

The House asked for $98 million for the
Crusader’s ‘“‘Common Engine’’ program, com-
pared to $43 million requested by the Senate.
The final amount budgeted was $98 million.

The release listed various projects at
Picatinny and other bases, showing the Sen-
ate budgeted no money for them while the
House set aside between $1.5 million and $40
million.

The state’s two Democratic senators
strongly disagreed with Frelinghuysen’s sug-
gestion that the Senate has failed to ade-
quately support the military, according to
their spokespeople.

‘‘Basically, we’re surprised about it,” said
David Wald, a spokesman for Sen. Jon
Corzine. “We know that the bulk of the ($300
million) for Homeland Defense that impacts
on New Jersey started on the Senate side.”

Likewise, Sen. Robert G. Torricelli’s
spokeswoman, Debra DeShong, took excep-
tion to the Frelinghuysen document.

New Jersey military bases have no bigger
advocate than Sen. Torricelli,”” she said, add-
ing that the senator was ‘‘disappointed that
Congressman Frelinghuysen has chosen to
politicize our state’s defense projects and our
efforts to protect our priorities.”

Frelinghuysen’s spokesman, Mark
Broadhurst, said that the congressman
wasn’t trying to politicize anything.
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“To say that he was disappointed with the
final numbers this year, that would be an ac-
curate statement,”” Broadhurst said.

“But in no way is the congressman trying
to point any fingers,” he said, adding that
Frelinghuysen is telling the Senate ‘“we have
to do better.”

Picatinny Arsenal spokesman Pete Row-
land said he was pleased with the congress-
man’s efforts.

“I think that it goes without saying
(Frelinghuysen) has displayed a real strong
support for military installations not only in
his district but in the state of New Jersey
and military services at large,” he said.
““And this is another example of his personal
support, as well as that of the other mem-
bers of the New Jersey congressional delega-
tion.”

Picatinny Arsenal covers about 6,500 acres
with 1,000 buildings. It employs approxi-
mately 3,500 people designing new weapons
and munitions for the military.

[From the Star Ledger, Dec. 20, 2001]
MILLIONS EXPECTED FOR AREA’S TRANSIT AND
SECURITY
(By J. Scott Orr)

WASHINGTON.—House and Senate nego-
tiators have agreed on a Pentagon spending
bill that includes hundreds of million of dol-
lars for law enforcement and transportation
aid to New Jersey in the aftermath of the
Sept. 11 terrorist attacks.

Included is close to $300 million to improve
commuter access to New York City from
New Jersey and more than $50 million for the
State Police and the Newark and Jersey City
police departments to help tighten security.

“These important security and transpor-
tation initiatives are critical to the safety
and well-being of New Jersey residents,”” said
Rep. Rodney Frelinghuysen (R-11th Dist.),
the state’s senior member of the House Ap-
propriations Committee.

“Through no choice of its own, New Jersey
has become one of the front lines in the war
on terrorism, and it is absolutely crucial
that the state receives the resources it needs
to provide the strongest security possible,”
added Sen. Robert Torricelli (D-N.J.), who
fought for the New Jersey money in the Sen-
ate.

While they joined in applauding the trans-
portation and security funding, Freling-
huysen and Torricelli were divided over an-
other part of the bill that sets funding levels
for New Jersey’s military installations, in-
cluding Picatinny Arsenal, Fort Monmouth,
McGuire Air Force Base and Fort Dix. The
bases would receive more than $650 million
under the bill.

Without mentioning Torricelli or Sen. Jon
Corzine (D-N.J.), Frelinghuysen charged that
the Senate failed to support more than $25
million in additional funding for programs at
the bases, including more than $20 million at
Picatinny.

Frelinghuysen had complained privately
that the money for the transportation and
security projects, championed in the Senate
by Torricelli and Corzine, could jeopardize
funding levels for other military programs in
the state.

Speaking through a spokesperson,
Torricelli said he was ‘‘disappointed’ that
Frelinghuysen would blame the Senate for
“shortcomings that resulted from the work
of the committee on which he serves.”

The transportation and security funding is
part of $20 billion in anti-terror and recon-
struction funding included in the appropria-
tions bill for the Department of Defense for
the fiscal year that began Oct. 1.

The agreement still requires final approval
by the House and the Senate, but its backers
said there is little doubt it will be approved
quickly, possibly today.
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The transportation funding includes:

$100 million to expand ferry service for
PATH commuters between New Jersey and
Manhattan.

$100 million in capital investment funding
to accelerate improvements under way by
the Port Authority of New York and New
Jersey to improve PATH and NJ Transit sys-
tems.

$100 million for Amtrak to enhance safety
and security of its rail tunnels under the
East and Hudson rivers.

$93.3 million to improve security at all
U.S. seaports, including the Port of New
York and New Jersey, and along the Dela-
ware River in New Jersey.

“The enhancement of the metropolitan
area’s transportation infrastructure is cen-
tral to the region’s ability to recover eco-
nomically from both the attacks on the
World Trade Center and the economic situa-
tion we are currently facing,”” Torricelli
said.

The transportation funding—usually not
included in an appropriations package for
the Department of Defense—was put in to
help New Jersey and New York recover from
the destruction of the World Trade Center,
which sat atop a vital PATH station.

The loss of the World Trade Center station
forced some 67,000 daily commuters to seek
alternative routes to Manhattan. The sta-
tion is expected to be out of service at least
until mid-2003.

The aging Amtrak Hudson River rail tun-
nels are slated for a $1 billion rehabilitation
in addition to the $100 million in the Pen-
tagon bill, which will go for immediate im-
provements to protect them against terrorist
attack.

For police, the bill would provide:

$30 million to replace the New Jersey State
Police Radio System tower, lost in the at-
tacks on the World Trade Center.

$10.7 million for modernization of the Jer-
sey City Police Department’s communica-
tions system.

$10 million for law enforcement purposes
and security equipment updates in Newark.

“This funding will help ensure that our
men and women of the State Police continue
to have the tools and resources necessary to
protect our state and its citizens,” Freling-
huysen said.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, | want to
congratulate the appropriators on reporting our
a fine defense bill overall. However, | need to
put in the record my objections to the inclu-
sions of a provision related to the Homestake
mine in South Dakota. | made the same com-
ments when the language passed as a free-
standing measure, S. 1389.

I'm afraid | must oppose the Homestake lan-
guage, despite the strenuous efforts made to
improve it by both Mr. THUNE and the House
leadership. As a Member of Congress, I'm
afraid that this language could still unneces-
sary saddle taxpayers with costly and unprec-
edented environmental responsibilities. And as
Chairman of the House Science Committee,
I'm concerned that it may distort the priorities
of the National Science Foundation for years
to come.

This provision sets up dangerous and un-
precedented situation in which the federal gov-
ernment will be financially responsible for ac-
tivities it did not undertake at a piece of prop-
erty it does not control. That flies in the face
of common sense and fiduciary responsibility.

Under this language, the federal govern-
ment will be responsible for any environmental
liability connected with the portions of the
Homestake mine that are conveyed to South
Dakota—even if they originated while the mine
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was privately operated. And while the mine
will be owned by South Dakota, the state will
have no financial responsibility for it; that will
rest solely with the federal taxpayer. It's lucky
that South Dakota doesn’t have any bridges to
sell us.

In' S. 1389 as originally introduced the fed-
eral government did not even have any real
ability to have problems at the mine cleaned
up before it was transferred. Thanks to the ef-
forts of Mr. THUNE, that situation has been im-
proved.

| would urge the Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA), which will hire a contractor to
review the mine, not to accept any contractor
with which it is not completely satisfied. The
unfortunate fact that the contractor must be
selected “jointly” by Homestake, South Dakota
and EPA should not be allowed to pressure
EPA into hiring a contractor that will not fully
protect the federal taxpayer. And the require-
ment that EPA consult with Homestake and
the State over the nature of the contract with
the independent entity” must not be inter-
preted to give Homestake or the State any
veto over the content of that contract.

But EPA should consult with the National
Science Foundation (NSF) throughout the en-
vironmental review process, as NSF is the
federal agency that will have continuing re-
sponsibility if a laboratory is established at the
mine.

Importantly, the bill now allows the EPA Ad-
ministrator to reject the final report of he con-
tractor if it identifies conditions that would
make the federal assumption of liability “con-
trary to the public interest.” | believe this allow
the federal government to reject the transfer of
the mine if it would cost too much to remedy
existing environmental problems. This is vital
since Homestake’s contribution to pre-transfer
remediation could well turn out to be nothing,
given the language in this bill.

The bill says nothing about which federal
agency would be responsible for overseeing or
financing any pre-transfer remediation. This is
a major, conspicuous, and | assume, purpose-
ful gap in the legislation.

| certainly would hope that these costs—
which should not have been federalized in the
first place—are not borne by the National
Science Foundation, a small agency with im-
portant tasks that do not include environ-
mental remediation.

But this bill raises many other concerns re-
lated to the National Science Foundation. All
the activities under this bill are contingent on
NSF approval of an underground laboratory at
the Homestake mine.

While such a laboratory certainly has sci-
entific merit, it may not be a high priority com-
pared to other NSF programs and projects,
especially given that construction of other neu-
trino detectors is either under consideration or
underway.

This bill must not be used to pressure NSF
to change or circumvent its traditional, careful
selection procedures. Normally, a project of
this magnitude would require several years of
review. NSF would have to determine its rel-
ative priority among other Major Research
Equipment proposals. And NSF would have to
ensure that proper management is in place.
Those procedures must be followed in this
case. Indeed, this is even more important in
the case of Homestake because any mis-
management could result in both environ-
mental harm and substantial liability for the
federal government.
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| would also urge the National Science
Foundation (NSF) not to make a decision on
whether to award a grant to the underground
laboratory until the report to EPA has been
prepared. This is essential even though NSF
will have to have an Environmental Impact
Statement prepared about the conversion of
the mine into a laboratory.

NSF should not be committing federal re-
sources to a project until it knows how much
the project will cost the federal taxpayer and
which agencies will be responsible for shoul-
dering that burden.

The federal assumption of liability will al-
ready pose unfortunate costs for NSF. The
laboratory is to pay into an Environment and
Project Trust Fund, and some if not all of that
money will come from NSF.

NSF must be an active participant in deter-
mining how much needs to be contributed to
the trust fund, especially since it may end up
being the only contributor to that fund. And
NSF must have a role in determining the final
disposition of the fund. The bill is silent on
what is to become of the fund if a laboratory
is started and then closed. All that is clear is
that the federal government gets saddled with
the costs of closing the mine. But which agen-
cy is responsible for that undertaking? And
what will happen to any leftover funds? NSF
should have an active role in deciding that.

The Homestake language bill poses enor-
mous, unnecessary and unprecedented risks
for the federal taxpayer. It is, in a phrase, a
sweetheart deal for the Canadian company
that owns Homestake and for the State of
South Dakota. It could threaten the stability of
the National Science Foundation, a premier
science agency whose processes have been
viewed as a model of objectivity and careful
review.

| should point out that the federal govern-
ment is already paying Homestake $10 million
in this fiscal year to keep the mine open be-
cause it might become a laboratory. If that
continues through the period of NSF decision-
making the federal government could easily
sink as much as $50 million into a mine that
it may never use.

I will work to ensure that NSF itself is not
saddled with those unnecessary costs, which
could be spent on worthy grants to research-
ers.

The Science Committee will be following
this matter extremely closely to ensure that
the environmental review is rigorous and pro-
tects the public interest. We will watch closely
to ensure that the laboratory is being reviewed
in the same manner as every other NSF
project and does not distort the agency’s proc-
esses or priorities or weigh it down with
unsustainable costs. The risks of proceeding
with this bill are clear; we will work to see that
they are never realized.

Mr. Speaker, | am attaching an exchange of
letters with the National Science Foundation
that will further highlight the risks inherent in
proceeding in this unorthodox manner.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE,
Washington, DC.
Dr. RITA COLWELL,
Director, National Science Foundation, Arling-
ton, VA.

DEAR DR. COLWELL: As you know, the Sen-
ate recently passed S. 1389, the ‘‘Homestake
Conveyance Act of 2001.”” This bill has seri-
ous implications for the National Science
Foundation (NSF).
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With that in mind, we want to be sure that
NSF is considering the likely consequences
should S. 1389 be enacted. Therefore, I am
writing to request that you submit to the
House Science Committee the following
items by no later than December 15:

(1) A plan for how NSF would absorb the
expected costs of an underground laboratory
at Homestake beginning in Fiscal Year 2003,
with special attention to the impact on
other projects in the Major Research Equip-
ment account.

(2) A plan for how NSF would ensure that
the laboratory was properly managed, even if
a project were awarded in calendar 2002.

(3) A plan for how NSF would interact with
the Environmental Protection Agency and
the State of South Dakota to ensure that the
mine is in proper condition for the establish-
ment of a laboratory and to determine
amounts NSF grantees would have to pay
into the Environment and Project Trust
Fund established under the bill.

The enactment of S. 1389 could complicate
NSF’s situation for years to come both di-
rectly and through the precedents the bill
may set. We want to work together with you,
starting immediately, to limit any problems
this measure may cause.

Sincerely,
SHERWOOD BOEHLERT,
Chairman.
NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION,
Arlington, VA December 14, 2001.
Hon. SHERWOOD BOEHLERT,
Chairman, Committee on Science, House of Rep-
resentatives, Washington, DC

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN:

Thank you for your letter regarding S.
1389, the ‘“‘Homestake Conveyance Act of
2001’ and its possible implications for the Na-
tional Science Foundation (NSF).

The following responds to your requests:

(1) A plan for how NSF would absorb the
expected costs of an underground laboratory
at Homestake beginning in Fiscal Year 2003,
with special attention to the impact on
other projects in the Major Research Equip-
ment account.

NSF has not identified funds to support
the conversion of the Homestake mine into
an underground research laboratory. Unless
the President requests and Congress appro-
priates additional monies for the lab, its es-
tablishment would force us to reconsider the
priorities within the Research and Related
Activities appropriation or reevaluate the
funding profiles and timelines of existing
MRE projects.

(1) A plan for how NSF would ensure that
the laboratory was properly managed, even if
a project were awarded in calendar 2002.

An applicant for a grant of this magnitude
must submit a management plan for NSF’s
review prior to any funding decision by the
Foundation. That plan must cover all phases
of the project including the planning process,
construction or acquisition, integration and
test, commissioning, and maintenance and
operations. The management plan sets forth
the management structure and designates
the key personnel who are to be responsible
for implementing the award. This proposed
management plan then becomes the basis for
NSF’s review of the adequacy of manage-
ment for the project.

The technical and managerial complexity
of the proposed lab suggests that NSF would
utilize a Cooperative Agreement as the fund-
ing instrument. The particular terms of a
Cooperative Agreement covering the lab
would be established prior to NSF’s funding
of the proposal. That Cooperative Agreement
would specify the extent to which NSF would
advise, review, approve or otherwise be in-
volved with project activities. To the extent
NSF does not reserve or share responsibility
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for certain aspects of the project, all such re-
sponsibilities remain with the recipient.

(3) A plan for how NSF would interact with
the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
and the State of South Dakota to ensure
that the mine is in proper condition for the
establishment of a laboratory and to deter-
mine amounts NSF grantees would have to
pay into the Environment and Project Trust
Fund established under the bill.

NSF would interact in good faith with the
EPA and the State of South Dakota to en-
sure that the mine is in satisfactory condi-
tion for the establishment of a laboratory.
Additionally, assessment of the proposal be-
fore us will presumably require an Environ-
mental Impact Statement (EIS). The find-
ings of that EIS would very much inform our
evaluation of the proposal.

We share your concern about the manda-
tory contribution to the Fund required of
each project conducted in the lab. Our review
of each proposal for science in the lab would
include a careful analysis of (1) the projected
costs of removing from the mine or labora-
tory equipment or other materials related to
a proposed project, and (2) the projected cost
of claims that could arise out of or in con-
nection with a proposed project. Meaningful
analysis of both factors would require close
cooperation with the lab’s Scientific Advi-
sory Board, the State of South Dakota, and
the EPA. These costs will factor into our
evaluation of each proposal.

I appreciate the opportunity to work with
you in assessing the possible impact of this
legislation on the National Science Founda-
tion.

The Office of Management and Budget ad-
vises that there is no objection to the sub-
mission of this report from the standpoint of
the President’s program.

Sincerely,
RITA R. COLWELL,
Director.

Mr. RYUN of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to commend the House Defense Appro-
priations Subcommittee for the extraordinary
job they have done in bringing this Conference
Report to the Floor. Never before in most of
our lifetimes has the security of our Nation
been more paramount than it is at this mo-
ment. All the Members in this body, indeed,
every American, owe a great debt of gratitude
to Chairman LEwis of California and the Rank-
ing Member, Congressman MURTHA of Penn-
sylvania along with their hard working staff.
They have ensured that the men and women
in uniform receive the pay increases that they
deserve and the modern equipment that they
need to defend our homeland and other free-
dom-loving people in harm’s way.

| was pleased to see in the Committee Re-
port an initiative to accelerate and enhance
the United States’ intelligence, surveillance
and reconnaissance capabilities through a pro-
gram called the Multi-Sensor Command and
Control Aircraft or MC2A, a concept strongly
advocated by the Chief of Staff of the Air
Force. Such an aircraft will advance the capa-
bilities of AWACS and Joint STARS air and
ground surveillance radars and will serve as
the airborne integrator for a large variety of
battlefield information systems. This aircraft
will be the cornerstone of our military’s trans-
formation to network centric warfare.

However, due to overall budget constraints,
the MC2A program was not funded. While this
is a disappointment to the Air Force and to the
warfighters that would readily benefit from this
revolutionary capability, | strongly encourage
the Air Force, along with their industry part-
ners, to continue to find ways to bring this pro-
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gram forward. | look forward to working with
this Committee next year to accelerate the
MC2A program providing our forces domi-
nance over the information battlefield.

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I have no further requests for time,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speaker, sec-
tions 901 and 903 of the division B of the
Emergency Supplemental Act, 2002, give the
Sergeant at Arms of the Senate and the Chief
Administrative Officer of the House of Rep-
resentatives identical authority to acquire
buildings and facilities in order to respond to
emergencies. The phrase ‘“notwithstanding
any other provision of law” was included in
these sections to clarify that provisions of law
which would otherwise prohibit these individ-
uals from acquiring buildings and facilities,
such as section 3736 of the Revised Statutes
(41 U.S.C. 14), would not interfere with this
authority. It was not the intent of the conferees
or the Congress for this phrase to be con-
strued more broadly to waive the application
of other provisions of law which may apply to
these kind of activities, such as the Anti-Defi-
ciency Act.

Indeed, subsection (d) of each of these sec-
tions permits any portion of the costs incurred
by the Sergeant at Arms or Chief Administra-
tive Officer in acquiring buildings and facilities
under this authority during a fiscal year to be
covered by funds which are appropriated to
the Architect of the Capitol during the fiscal
year and transferred to the Sergeant at Arms
or Chief Administrative Officer. It would be un-
necessary for Congress to permit this kind of
transfer if the Sergeant at Arms and Chief Ad-
ministrative Officer were permitted to carry out
the underlying acquisitions without using ap-
propriated funds, since that would eliminate
the need for these costs to be covered with
other appropriated funds in the first place.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CaMP). Without objection, the previous
question is ordered on the conference
report.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the conference report.

Pursuant to clause 10 of rule XX, the
yeas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 408, nays 6,
not voting 20, as follows:

[Roll No. 510]

YEAS—408
Abercrombie Biggert Buyer
Ackerman Bilirakis Callahan
Aderholt Bishop Calvert
Akin Blagojevich Camp
Allen Blumenauer Cannon
Andrews Blunt Cantor
Armey Boehlert Capito
Baca Boehner Capps
Bachus Bonilla Capuano
Baird Bonior Cardin
Baldacci Bono Carson (IN)
Baldwin Boozman Carson (OK)
Ballenger Borski Castle
Barr Boswell Chabot
Barrett Boucher Chambliss
Bartlett Boyd Clayton
Barton Brady (PA) Clyburn
Bass Brady (TX) Coble
Becerra Brown (FL) Collins
Bentsen Brown (OH) Combest
Bereuter Brown (SC) Condit
Berkley Bryant Cooksey
Berman Burr Costello
Berry Burton Cox
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Coyne
Cramer
Crane
Crenshaw
Crowley
Culberson
Cunningham
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DeLay
DeMint
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart
Dicks
Doggett
Dooley
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Farr
Fattah
Ferguson
Flake
Fletcher
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fossella
Frank
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Ganske
Gekas
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Graham
Granger
Graves
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Grucci
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Harman
Hart
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger
Hill
Hilleary
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof

Hunter
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kerns
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind (WI)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kleczka
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
LaFalce
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Largent
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Lynch
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Mascara
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
MecInnis
MclIntyre
McKeon
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Millender-
McDonald
Miller, Dan
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Miller, Jeff
Mink
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
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Nussle
Oberstar
Obey

Olver

Ortiz
Osborne
Ose

Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Phelps
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reyes
Reynolds
Riley
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roukema
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Rush

Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Sanchez
Sanders
Sandlin
Sawyer
Saxton
Schaffer
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shows
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skeen
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stump
Stupak
Sununu
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)

Taylor (NC) Turner Weiner
Terry Udall (CO) Weldon (FL)
Thomas Udall (NM) Weldon (PA)
Thompson (CA) Upton Weller
Thompson (MS) Velazquez Whitfield
Thornberry Visclosky Wicker
Thune Vitter Wilson (NM)
Thurman Walden Wilson (SC)
Tiahrt Walsh Wolf
Tiberi Wamp Woolsey
Tierney Watkins (OK) Wu
Toomey Watson (CA) Wynn
Towns Watt (NC) Young (FL)
Traficant Watts (OK)
NAYS—6
Conyers Jackson (IL) Paul
Filner Lee Petri
NOT VOTING—20
Baker Hall (OH) Spratt
Barcia Hastings (FL) Stark
Clay Johnson, E. B. Waters
Clement Jones (OH) Waxman
Cubin Luther Wexler
Cummings Markey Young (AK)
Dingell Meek (FL)
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Mr. CONYERS changed his vote from
nnyea77 to “nay.”

Mr. OBERSTAR changed his vote
from ‘“‘nay’’ to ‘“‘yea.”

So the conference report was agreed
to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, | was late arriv-
ing this morning, and | missed rollcall vote
510, final passage of the Department of De-
fense Appropriations Act for Fiscal Year 2002.

Had | been present, | would have voted
“yea.”

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, | inad-
vertently missed the vote on H.R. 3338 De-
fense Appropriations Conference Report. Had
| been present | would have voted “yea.”

————————

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.J. Res. 79, and that I may
include tabular and extraneous mate-
rial.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CAMP). Is there objection to the request
of the gentleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

———

FURTHER CONTINUING APPRO-
PRIATIONS, FISCAL YEAR 2002

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
pursuant to House Resolution 323, I
call up the joint resolution (H.J. Res.
79) making further continuing appro-
priations for the fiscal year 2002, and
for other purposes, and ask for its im-
mediate consideration.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The text of House Joint Resolution 79
is as follows:

H.J. RES. 79

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That Public Law 107-44 is
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further amended by striking the date speci-
fied in section 107(c) and inserting in lieu
thereof ‘‘January 10, 2002’; and by striking
the date specified in section 123 and inserting
in lieu thereof ‘‘January 1, 2002”°.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 323, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG) and
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
OBEY) each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. YOUNG).
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Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, this continuing resolu-
tion merely extends the date of the
previous continuing resolution until
the 10th of January. We do this not be-
cause we need the extra time in the
Congress, but the President does need
some additional time to review these
last bills that we have sent to him.

I hope that we can pass this expedi-
tiously and everybody get home for a
very merry Christmas or a happy Ha-
nukkah or whatever celebration that
we all enjoy.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I yield to the
gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. OBEY. Would the gentleman en-
tertain a unanimous-consent request to
change the January 10, 2002 date to
January 10, 2003?

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. That would
make our life a lot easier, but we prob-
ably could not get that kind of unani-
mous consent.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CAMP). All time for debate has expired.

The joint resolution is considered as
having been read for amendment.

Pursuant to House Resolution 323,
the previous question is ordered.

The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the joint resolu-
tion.

The joint resolution was ordered to
be engrossed and read a third time, was
read the third time, and passed, and a
motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

————

PROVIDING FOR ADJOURNMENT
SINE DIE OF BOTH HOUSES OF
CONGRESS

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer a
privileged concurrent resolution (H.
Con. Res. 295) and ask for its imme-
diate consideration.

The Clerk read the concurrent reso-
lution, as follows:

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 295

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That when the House ad-
journs on the legislative day of Thursday,
December 20, 2001, or Friday, December 21,
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2001, on a motion offered pursuant to this
concurrent resolution by its Majority Leader
or his designee, it stand adjourned sine die,
or until Members are notified to reassemble
pursuant to section 2 of this concurrent reso-
lution, whichever occurs first; and that when
the Senate adjourns at the close of business
on Thursday, December 20, 2001, or Friday,
December 21, 2001, on a motion offered pursu-
ant to this concurrent resolution by its Ma-
jority Leader or his designee, it stand ad-
journed sine die, or until Members are noti-
fied to reassemble pursuant to section 2 of
this concurrent resolution, whichever occurs
first.

SEC. 2. The Speaker of the House and the
Majority Leader of the Senate, acting jointly
after consultation with the Minority Leader
of the Senate, shall notify the Members of
the House and the Senate, respectively, to
reassemble at such place and time as they
may designate whenever, in their opinion the
public interest shall warrant it.

The concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

APPOINTING DAY FOR THE CON-
VENING OF THE SECOND SES-
SION OF THE 107"TH CONGRESS

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to House Resolution 322, I call up the
joint resolution (H.J. Res. 80) appoint-
ing the day for the convening of the
second session of the 107th Congress,
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The text of the joint resolution is as
follows:

H.J. REs. 80

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. DAY FOR CONVENING OF SECOND

REGULAR SESSION OF ONE HUN-
DRED SEVENTH CONGRESS.

The second regular session of the One Hun-
dred Seventh Congress shall begin at noon on
Wednesday, January 23, 2002.

SEC. 2. AUTHORITY FOR CALLING SPECIAL SES-
SION BEFORE CONVENING OF SEC-
OND REGULAR SESSION.

If the Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives and the Majority Leader of the Senate,
acting jointly after consultation with the
Minority Leader of the House of Representa-
tives and the Minority Leader of the Senate,
determine that it is in the public interest for
Congress to assemble before the convening of
the second regular session of the One Hun-
dred Seventh Congress as provided in section
1—

(1) the Speaker and Majority Leader shall
notify the Members of the House and Senate,
respectively, of such determination and of
the place and time for Congress to so assem-
ble; and

(2) Congress shall assemble in accordance
with such notification.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 322, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. ARMEY) and
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. GEP-
HARDT) each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. ARMEY).

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, not seeing
the minority leader, I yield back the
balance of my time.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
for debate has expired.

The joint resolution is considered as
having been read for amendment.

Pursuant to House Resolution 322,
the previous question is ordered.

The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the joint resolu-
tion.

The joint resolution was ordered to
be engrossed and read a third time, was
read the third time, and passed, and a
motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

——————

VACATING ORDERING OF YEAS
AND NAYS ON H.R. 3423, H.R. 2561,
AND H.R. 1432

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to vacate the or-
dering of the yeas and nays on H.R.
3423, H.R. 2561, and H.R. 1432 to the end
that the Chair put the question on each
of those measures de novo.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will now put the question on motions
to suspend the rules on which further
proceedings were postponed earlier
today (legislative day of Wednesday,
December 19, 2001).

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

S. 1714, de novo;

H.R. 1432, de novo;

S. 1202, de novo;

H. Con. Res. 279, de novo;

H.R. 3507, de novo;

H.J. Res. 75, by the yeas and nays;

concurring in Senate amendments to
H.R. 2336, de novo;

H.R. 3423, de novo;

H.R. 2561, de novo;

H.R. 3504, de novo;

H.R. 3487, de novo;

H. Con. Res. 292, de novo;

S. 1762, de novo;

S. 1793, de novo.

The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes
the time for any electronic vote after
the first such vote in this series.

———

PROVIDING FOR PLACEMENT OF
PLAQUE HONORING DR. JAMES
HARVEY EARLY IN THE WIL-
LIAMSBURG, KENTUCKY, POST
OFFICE BUILDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the Sen-
ate bill, S. 1714.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Virginia (Mrs.
JOo ANN DAVIS) that the House suspend
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the rules and pass the Senate bill, S.
1714.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

MAJOR LYN MCINTOSH POST
OFFICE BUILDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill,
H.R. 1432.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Virginia (Mrs.
JOo ANN DAVIS) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1432.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

OFFICE OF GOVERNMENT ETHICS
AUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2001

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the Sen-
ate bill, S. 1202.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Maryland (Mrs.
MoORELLA) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the Senate bill, S. 1202.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

RECOGNIZING SERVICE OF CREW
MEMBERS OF USS ENTERPRISE
BATTLE GROUP FOR WAR EF-
FORT IN AFGHANISTAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the
concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res. 279,
as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
SCHROCK) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 279, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the con-
current resolution, as amended, was
agreed to.

The title of the concurrent resolution
was amended so as to read: ‘‘Concur-
rent Resolution recognizing and com-
mending the excellent service of mem-
bers of the Armed Forces who are pros-
ecuting the war to end terrorism and
protecting the security of the Nation.”
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A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———————

COAST GUARD AUTHORIZATION
ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2002

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill,
H.R. 3507.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
LoBIONDO) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3507.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

REGARDING MONITORING OF
WEAPONS DEVELOPMENT IN IRAQ

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the joint
resolution, H. J. Res. 75, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. HYDE)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the joint resolution, H.J. Res. 75,
as amended, on which the yeas and
nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 392, nays 12,
answered ‘‘present’ 7, not voting 23, as
follows:

[Roll No. 511]

YEAS—392
Ackerman Brown (OH) Deal
Aderholt Brown (SC) DeGette
Akin Bryant Delahunt
Allen Burr DeLauro
Andrews Burton DeLay
Armey Buyer DeMint
Baca Callahan Deutsch
Bachus Calvert Diaz-Balart
Baird Camp Dicks
Baldacci Cannon Doggett
Ballenger Cantor Dooley
Barr Capito Doolittle
Barrett Capps Doyle
Bartlett Cardin Dreier
Barton Carson (IN) Duncan
Bass Carson (OK) Dunn
Becerra Castle Edwards
Bentsen Chabot Ehrlich
Bereuter Chambliss Emerson
Berkley Clayton Engel
Berman Clyburn English
Berry Coble Eshoo
Biggert Collins Etheridge
Bilirakis Combest Evans
Bishop Condit Everett
Blagojevich Cooksey Farr
Blumenauer Costello Ferguson
Blunt Cox Filner
Boehlert Cramer Flake
Boehner Crane Fletcher
Bonilla Crenshaw Foley
Bono Crowley Forbes
Boozman Culberson Ford
Borski Cummings Fossella
Boswell Cunningham Frank
Boucher Davis (CA) Frelinghuysen
Boyd Davis (FL) Frost
Brady (PA) Davis (IL) Gallegly
Brady (TX) Davis, Jo Ann Ganske
Brown (FL) Davis, Tom Gekas

Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Graham
Granger
Graves
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Grucci
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Hart
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger
Hill
Hilleary
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kerns
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind (WI)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kleczka
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
LaFalce
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Largent
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)

Abercrombie
Baldwin
Bonior
Fattah

Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Lynch
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Markey
Mascara
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCrery
McGovern
McHugh
McInnis
McIntyre
McKeon
McNulty
Meehan
Menendez
Mica
Millender-
McDonald
Miller, Dan
Miller, Gary
Miller, Jeff
Mink
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Petri
Phelps
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reyes
Reynolds
Riley
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman

NAYS—I12

Hilliard
Lee
McDermott
McKinney
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Roukema
Roybal-Allard
Royce

Rush

Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Sanchez
Sanders
Sandlin
Sawyer
Saxton
Schaffer
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw

Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shows
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skeen
Skelton
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Spratt
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stump
Stupak
Sununu
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Thune
Thurman
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Toomey
Towns
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Velazquez
Visclosky
Vitter
Walden
Walsh
Wamp
Watkins (OK)
Watson (CA)
Watt (NC)
Watts (OK)
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (S0)
Wolf

Wu

Wynn
Young (FL)

Paul
Payne
Rivers
Woolsey
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ANSWERED “PRESENT”—T7

Capuano Ehlers Wilson (NM)
DeFazio Miller, George
Dingell Slaughter

NOT VOTING—23
Baker Harman Peterson (PA)
Barcia Hastings (FL) Stark
Clay John Traficant
Clement Johnson, E. B. Waters
Conyers Luther Waxman
Coyne Manzullo Wexler
Cubin Meek (FL) Young (AK)
Hall (OH) Meeks (NY)
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Messrs. FILNER, RUSH, JACKSON of
Illinois and STRICKLAND changed
their vote from ‘‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California
changed his vote from ‘‘nay” to
‘“‘present.”

Mr. PASTOR changed his vote from
“present’ to ‘‘yea.”

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the joint resolution was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The title of the joint resolution was
amended so as to read: ‘‘Joint resolu-
tion regarding inspection and moni-
toring to prevent the development of
weapons of mass destruction in Iraq.”.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

MAKING PERMANENT THE AU-
THORITY TO REDACT FINANCIAL
DISCLOSURE STATEMENTS OF
JUDICIAL EMPLOYEES AND JUDI-
CIAL OFFICERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CAMP). The unfinished business is the
question of suspending the rules and
concurring in the Senate amendments
to the bill, H.R. 2336.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
SENSENBRENNER) that the House sus-
pend the rules and concur in the Sen-
ate amendments to the bill, H.R. 2336.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and Senate
amendments were concurred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

ELIGIBILITY OF CERTAIN PER-
SONS FOR BURIAL IN ARLING-
TON NATIONAL CEMETERY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill,
H.R. 3423, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SMITH) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3423, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.
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The title of the bill was amended so
as to read: ‘A bill to amend title 38,
United States Code, to enact into law
eligibility of certain Reservists and
their dependents for burial in Arling-
ton National Cemetery, and for other
purposes.”.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

LIVING AMERICAN HERO
APPRECIATION ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill,
H.R. 2561, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SMITH) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2561, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

The title of the bill was amended so
as to read: ‘A bill to amend title 38,
United States Code, to increase the
rate of special pension for recipients of
the Medal of Honor and to make that
special pension effective from the date
of the act for which the recipient is
awarded the Medal of Honor and to
amend title 18, United States Code, to
increase the criminal penalties associ-
ated with misuse or fraud relating to
the Medal of Honor.”.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

AMENDING PUBLIC HEALTH SERV-
ICE ACT WITH RESPECT TO
ORGAN PROCUREMENT ORGANI-
ZATIONS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill,
H.R. 3504.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. BILI-
RAKIS) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 3504.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

NURSE REINVESTMENT ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill,
H.R. 3487.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. BILI-
RAKIS) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 3487.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

SUPPORTING THE GOALS OF THE
YEAR OF THE ROSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the
concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res. 292.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Virginia (Mrs.
JOo ANN DAVIS) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the concurrent
resolution, H. Con. Res. 292.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the con-
current resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———————

ESTABLISHING FIXED INTEREST
RATES FOR STUDENT AND PAR-
ENT BORROWERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the Sen-
ate bill, S. 1762.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
BOEHNER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the Senate bill, S. 1762.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair two-thirds of those
present have voted in the affirmative.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I demand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 257, noes 148,
not voting 29, as follows:

[Roll No. 512]

AYES—257
Aderholt Boswell Crane
Akin Boyd Crenshaw
Armey Brady (TX) Culberson
Baca Brown (SC) Cunningham
Bachus Bryant Davis, Jo Ann
Baldacci Burr Davis, Tom
Ballenger Burton Deal
Barr Buyer DeLay
Barrett Callahan DeMint
Bartlett Calvert Diaz-Balart
Barton Camp Doolittle
Bass Cannon Doyle
Bentsen Cantor Dreier
Bereuter Capito Duncan
Biggert Cardin Dunn
Bilirakis Carson (OK) Edwards
Bishop Castle Ehlers
Blagojevich Chabot Ehrlich
Blunt Chambliss Emerson
Boehlert Coble English
Boehner Collins Everett
Bonilla Cooksey Fattah
Bono Costello Ferguson
Boozman Cramer Fletcher
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Foley
Forbes

Ford
Fossella
Frelinghuysen
Ganske
Gekas
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Graham
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Grucci
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Hart
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger

Hill
Hilleary
Hobson
Hoekstra
Holden
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde
Isakson
Issa

Istook
Jenkins
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Kanjorski
Keller

Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kerns
Kildee

King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Knollenberg

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Allen
Andrews
Baird
Baldwin
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Blumenauer
Bonior
Borski
Boucher
Brady (PA)
Brown (FL)
Brown (OH)
Capps
Capuano
Carson (IN)
Clayton
Clyburn
Condit
Crowley
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Deutsch
Dicks
Dingell

Kolbe
LaHood
Largent
Larsen (WA)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Mascara
Matheson
MecCrery
McHugh
MeclInnis
McIntyre
McKeon
McNulty
Mica
Miller, Dan
Miller, Gary
Miller, Jeff
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (VA)
Morella
Myrick
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Ortiz
Osborne
Ose

Otter
Oxley
Pence
Petri
Phelps
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Portman
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Regula
Rehberg
Reynolds
Riley

NOES—148

Doggett
Dooley
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Farr
Filner
Flake
Frank
Frost
Gephardt
Gonzalez
Green (TX)
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hoeffel
Holt
Honda
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jones (OH)
Kennedy (RI)
Kilpatrick
Kind (WI)
Kleczka
Kucinich
LaFalce
Lampson
Langevin
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Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Royce

Rush

Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sawyer
Saxton
Schaffer
Schrock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw

Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skeen
Smith (MI)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stump
Stupak
Sununu
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thornberry
Thune
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Toomey
Turner
Upton
Vitter
Walden
Wamp
Watkins (OK)
Watts (OK)
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf

Young (FL)

Lantos
Larson (CT)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lofgren
Lowey
Lynch
Markey
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McKinney
Meehan
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Millender-
McDonald
Miller, George
Mink
Moran (KS)
Murtha
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
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Paul Sanders Thompson (MS)
Payne Sandlin Thurman
Pelosi Schakowsky Tierney
Peterson (MN) Schiff Towns
Price (NC) Scott Udall (CO)
Rangel Serrano Udall (NM)
Reyes Shows Velazquez
Rivers Skelton Visclosky
Rodriguez Smith (WA) Watson (CA)
Roemer Snyder Watt (NC)
Ross Solis Waxman
Rothman Spratt Weiner
Roybal-Allard Tanner Woolsey
Sabo Tauscher Wu
Sanchez Thompson (CA) Wynn
NOT VOTING—29
Baker Hall (OH) Roukema
Barcia Harman Slaughter
Clay Hastings (FL) Smith (NJ)
Clement John Stark
Combest Johnson, E. B. Traficant
Conyers Kaptur Walsh
Cox Luther Waters
Coyne Manzullo Wexler
Cubin Meek (FL) Young (AK)
Gallegly Peterson (PA)

O 1153

So (two-thirds not having voted in
favor thereof) the motion was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated against:

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, | was un-
able to be present for rollcall vote No. 512.
Had | been present, | would have voted “no.”

—————

HIGHER EDUCATION RELIEF OP-
PORTUNITIES FOR STUDENTS
ACT OF 2001

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). The unfinished business is
the question of suspending the rules
and passing the Senate bill, S. 1793.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
McKEON) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the Senate bill, S. 1793.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

FIXED INTEREST RATES FOR STU-
DENT AND PARENT BORROWERS

(Mr. ARMEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, I would
just like to point out that increasing
student loans and making them less ex-
pensive and costly has been a big part
of our objectives in this majority, and
we are very disappointed in the loss of
this bill that just failed, S. 1762. I will
mention that we will be having that
bill available under a rule as soon as
we can reconvene in the next session.
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APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEE OF
TWO MEMBERS TO INFORM THE
PRESIDENT THAT THE TWO
HOUSES HAVE COMPLETED
THEIR BUSINESS OF THE SES-
SION

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer a
privileged resolution (H. Res. 327) and
ask for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 327

Resolved, That a committee of two Mem-
bers be appointed by the House to join a
similar committee appointed by the Senate,
to wait upon the President of the United
States and inform him that the two Houses
have completed their business of the session
and are ready to adjourn, unless the Presi-
dent has some other communication to make
to them.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 327, the Chair
appoints the following Members of the
House to the committee to notify the
President: The gentleman from Texas
(Mr. ARMEY) and the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. GEPHARDT).

AUTHORIZING THE SPEAKER, MA-
JORITY LEADER, AND MINORITY
LEADER TO ACCEPT RESIGNA-
TIONS AND MAKE APPOINT-
MENTS NOTWITHSTANDING SINE
DIE ADJOURNMENT

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that until the day
the House convenes for the second ses-
sion of the 107th Congress, and not-
withstanding any adjournment of the
House, the Speaker, the majority lead-
er, and the minority leader may accept
resignations and make appointments
authorized by law or by the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

———

AUTHORIZING SPEAKER TO AP-
POINT MEMBER TO PERMANENT
SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTEL-
LIGENCE NOTWITHSTANDING
SINE DIE ADJOURNMENT

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that until the day
the House convenes for the second ses-
sion of the 107th Congress, the Speaker,
pursuant to clause 11 of rule X and
clause 11 of rule I, and notwithstanding
the requirement of clause 11(a)(1) of
rule X, may appoint a Member to the
Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence to fill the existing vacancy
thereon.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.
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GRANTING MEMBERS OF THE
HOUSE PRIVILEGE TO EXTEND
AND REVISE REMARKS IN CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD UNTIL
LAST EDITION IS PUBLISHED

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that Members may
have until publication of the last edi-
tion of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD au-
thorized for the first session by the
Joint Committee on Printing to revise
and extend their remarks and to in-
clude brief, related extraneous mate-
rial on any matter occurring before the
adjournment of the first session sine
die.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

———

EXPRESSING THE WILL OF THE
HOUSE THAT THE NATION HAVE
A SAFE AND HAPPY HOLIDAY
PERIOD

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that it be the will
of this House that all this Nation have
a very merry holiday period that is
safe and happy for all their families.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

———

LAYING ON THE TABLE H. RES.
290, H. RES. 291, H. RES. 317, H.
RES. 318, AND H. RES. 321

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the following
resolutions be laid on the table: H. Res.
290, H. Res. 291, H. Res. 317, H. Res. 318,
and H. Res. 321.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

————
APPOINTMENT OF  HON. TOM
DAVIS OR HON. WAYNE T.

GILCHREST TO ACT AS SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE TO SIGN EN-
ROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESO-
LUTIONS UNTIL HOUSE CON-
VENES FOR SECOND SESSION OF
107"TH CONGRESS

The Speaker pro tempore laid before
the House the following communica-
tion from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
December 20, 2001.

I hereby appoint the Honorable ToM DAVIS
or, if not available to perform this duty, the
Honorable WAYNE T. GILCHREST to act as
Speaker pro tempore to sign enrolled bills
and joint resolutions until the day the House
convenes for the second session of the 107th
Congress.

J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the appointment is ap-
proved.

There was no objection.
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MARSHALL UNIVERSITY GMAC
BOWL CHAMPIONS

(Mr. RAHALL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, last
night’s GMAC Bowl in Mobile, Ala-
bama could have carried a warning
from the Surgeon General: Not rec-
ommended for those with heart condi-
tions. In the end, with all due respect
to the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. JONES), the best team won.

In only its fifth year, the Marshall
University Thundering Herd stampeded
over East Carolina. Although the Herd
was down 38-8 at half-time, the enthu-
siasm of Marshall’s fans did not waiver.

But Marshall rallied in the third
quarter and charged on in the fourth.
When time expired, the game was tied
at b51. The noble opponents battled
through two overtimes before Byron
Leftwich connected on a pass to Josh
Davis, ending the contest and securing
the laurels of victory for our Thun-
dering Herd. As the headline in the
Huntington Herald Dispatch reads this
morning, ‘‘Miracle in Mobile.”

I congratulate Marshall’s tenacious
players and coaches, and applaud its
faithful fans. Few football programs
have suffered as severe a loss, struggled
so valiantly, and risen to such heights,
all in the course of 30 years.

During half time, Coach Bobby
Pruett, who hails from my hometown
of Beckley, West Virginia, talked with
his team of belief and faith. It is a les-
son we should all remember, not only
in times of need, but in our everyday
lives.

——
O 1200

RURAL EQUITY PAYMENT INDEX
REFORM ACT

(Mr. BEREUTER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I ad-
vise Members that today I am intro-
ducing the Rural Equity Payment
Index Reform Act, a bill that will ad-
dress the difference in reimbursement
levels between urban and rural physi-
cians and other health professionals.
The formulas presently used by the
Medicare program to reimburse these
health professionals for beneficiaries’
medical care do not accurately meas-
ure the cost of providing services; and,
consequently, Medicare currently pays
rural providers less than it should for
equal work.

According to the Centers for Medi-
care and Medicaid Services, ‘‘physician
work” is the amount of time, skill and
intensity a physician puts into pa-
tients’ visits. Physicians and other
health care providers in rural areas put
in as much or even more time, skill
and intensity into a patient visit as do
physicians in urban areas. Yet, rural
physicians are paid less for their work.
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This is not only unfair, it is discrimi-
natory.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to
consider cosponsoring this legislation.
We do not take it away from the urban
health care providers. We do adjust up-
ward the formula for rural areas.

————
TRIBUTE TO MELVIN SMITH

(Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr.
Speaker, it is my pleasure to pay trib-
ute to one of my constituents, Melvin
Smith of Ellicott City, Maryland, who
is retiring after more than 33 years of
distinguished service with the United
Parcel Service, the UPS. Mel was born
on September 30, 1946, in Los Angeles,
California. He attended Fremont High
School and Los Angeles City College,
and served in the Vietnam War.

He began his 33-year UPS career in
1968 as a package car driver in southern
California. In 1976, Mel began his man-
agement career when he was promoted
to full-time supervisor in the feeder
transportation department. In 1981,
Mel was promoted to hub division man-
ager, and in 1993 he was promoted to
district manager. Before Mr. Smith’s
retirement, he served as the chief oper-
ating officer of the UPS Atlanta dis-
trict serving Maryland, Delaware, and
parts of West Virginia.

Mel has always been active in numer-
ous charities. In Maryland, Mr. Smith
has served in a leadership capacity for
the United Way, the Baltimore Urban
League, and the Baltimore Chapter of
the NAACP.

Mr. Speaker, 1 congratulate Mel
Smith, his wife Debra Ann, and his en-
tire family. Mel, enjoy your retire-
ment.

(Ms. PELOSI asked and was given
permission to speak out of order for 5
minutes and to revise and extend her
remarks.)

———

TRIBUTE TO THE HONORABLE
DAVID E. BONIOR, MEMBER OF
CONGRESS

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, today, and
I do not want to use the word ‘last,”
but just in terms of chronology, today
is the last day that our great minority
whip, Democratic whip of the House,
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
BoONIOR) will serve in that capacity
while the House is in session.

We will benefit for years to come
from his service, 10 years, an historic
10 years as Democratic whip of the
House, 4 years as chief deputy whip be-
fore that. That incredible experience is
marked not only by longevity, but by
the quality of his service. Leaders for
all time to come will benefit from the
example that he has set as a leader.
Working families into perpetuity in
our country have benefited and will
continue to benefit from his cham-
pioning of their issues. They have no
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greater champion. Working families in
America have no greater champion
than DAVID BONIOR. He has been a
model leader. He has been a tireless
worker for workers. We all owe him a
tremendous debt of gratitude. I urge
my colleagues to join me in paying
tribute to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. BONIOR).

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, will the gentlewoman
yield?

Ms. PELOSI. I yield to the gentleman
from California.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I join in this tribute to a
career of remarkable service as a Mem-
ber of this Congress, as our chief dep-
uty whip, and as our whip for the last
10 years to my friend, the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. BONIOR), who will
be stepping down from that position of
whip and will be going on to run a suc-
cessful race for Michigan. I have sup-
ported him in everything he has ever
run for, and I plan to continue to sup-
port him. I have never been more proud
of a public servant.

I have to say to the Members of this
House and to the public that may be
listening, this is an individual that all
of us can be proud that his district sent
him to Washington because he never,
never once veered from the track of
taking care of the needs of his district.
And as the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. PELOSI) has pointed out, on
behalf of working families, he made it
part of our agenda, he made it part of
our lexicon, he made it part of our
principles and part of our morality. He
has done it in almost every meeting
that I have been in. He has done it on
our motions to recommit.

We are not always given the best
forum here to pursue these issues, but
he has made sure that every oppor-
tunity we had, we did do it. Why? Be-
cause of his strong convictions about a
notion of economic and social justice
in this country, that those individuals
who get up and go to work every day
and work hard, that they ought to have
the rewards to be able to support their
families. If they fall on economic hard
times, there ought to be an income
supplement program so they do not
have to lose their car or house or take
their children out of school.

Mr. Speaker, many people we are see-
ing in this recession have worked 15, 20,
30 years, and now they find themselves
unemployed. He has been a champion.

I had the pleasure of traveling with
DAVID to Central America in pursuit of
social and economic justice in Central
America at a time when the violence
was unbelievable. Many people forget
what was taking place in Central
America, the murder of American citi-
zens, of religious individuals, of the
archbishop, of so many people who
were simply trying to get along, trying
to live a life in Central America. He
spent an incredible amount of his en-
ergy trying to bring the peace process
around. We were eventually successful
in Nicaragua, in El Salvador, and Gua-
temala trying to stop the violence. The
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gentlewoman has been deeply involved
in those issues with us.

Mr. Speaker, we should all aspire to
be such a champion of economic and
social justice.

DAvVID, I am very, very proud to have
served in this Congress with you. I am
very proud to be your friend, and I
know that you are going to do great
things for the people of Michigan and
for the people of this Nation.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Ms PELOSI. I yield to the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, this is
not a eulogy. The gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. BONIOR) is alive and
well, I am happy to say. But I must
take this opportunity as we end this
session of Congress and his career as
the Democratic whip, recognizing he
will continue to serve his district and
our country in Congress next year, I
want to say that knowing the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. BONIOR)
personally and professionally has been
one of the tremendous rewards of all of
my years in public service, whether
that be in Texas or here in the Nation’s
Capital.

Many Americans may not know the
name DAVID BONIOR, but millions of de-
cent working families across America
are living a better life today, making
higher wages. Even those living at the
bottom of the economic rung on min-
imum wage, have a higher minimum
wage today than they would have had
had it not been for one person’s pas-
sionate commitment to working fami-
lies and their opportunity to have a de-
cent life for their children, and that is
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
BONIOR).

DAVID BONIOR, I am convinced, will
be the next Governor of Michigan.
While I do not know all of the voters of
that great State, I have to believe that
they recognize integrity and decency
when they see it.

What I have seen for 5 years working
under the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. BONIOR) as the chief deputy whip
is the epitome of decency and integ-
rity. For anyone who might be cynical
about our democratic process in Amer-
ica, I wish they could have seen up
close and firsthand what I have seen in
the person I call my friend, DAVID
BONIOR.

His accomplishments are too numer-
ous to mention in this brief time
today, but they are well earned. They
are significant. But I would conclude
my remarks with two thoughts. It is
not the tremendous accomplishments
of making the difference for working
families of America, and there is a list
of specific achievements that I will ul-
timately respect the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. BONIOR) for, and al-
though they are tremendously impor-
tant, it is the kind of person that he is,
the kind of human being he is, so hon-
est, treating everyone as we would
want others to treat us.

I would just conclude with this
thought. Winston Churchill, during
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some of the darkest hours of World War
II, spoke to the British people and the
world when he said, ‘“We make a living
by what we get, but we make a life by
what we give.”” By that high standard,
DAVID BONIOR has lived and will con-
tinue to live an extraordinarily suc-
cessful life. His passion, his decency
and his integrity will be a model for fu-
ture public servants for generations to
come, and I am honored to be his friend
and his colleague.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, in hon-
oring the service of DAVID BONIOR, his
vision, his knowledge, his effective-
ness, his energy, his integrity, his ex-
perience, indeed the people of Michigan
are very blessed to have him as their
future Governor.

I also want to acknowledge his very
experienced staff who have served this
Congress so well, the staff of DAVID
BONIOR. I know that others will speak
today about DAVID and his staff, but I
wanted to be sure to acknowledge their
considerable contributions to this body
as well.

(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given
permission to speak out of order for 5
minutes and to revise and extend her
remarks.)

———

TRIBUTE TO HONORABLE DAVID E.
BONIOR, MEMBER OF CONGRESS

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, I come
this afternoon to say thank you to the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
BONIOR). Ten years ago I first came to
this institution, and at this very place
I was given the honor of seconding the
nomination of DAVID BONIOR for whip. I
have served with him for 10 years. I
have known him for 14 years. I learned
from him as a mentor. I learned the
skills of serving as a whip with him. I
learned the battle for economic and so-
cial justice in Central America with
him.

He comes from the earth, he comes
from a family of working-class Ameri-
cans, the way so many of us come to
this institution. And he came here and
he accomplished good public policy for
the great people of this Nation. And in
all that time, and in all that time, he
never faltered. He never was afraid to
stand up. He has never been afraid to
championing the cause of the people of
this country. And because of that te-
nacity and that brutal effectiveness, he
has changed the lives of people in this
country.

No one has fought harder for worker
standards, for minimum wage, for
those things that help people to live
their lives because he understands
their lives. He is a peaceful veteran,
and, like myself, a Catholic who cares
about life in its broader sense. His
sense of integrity, his sense of honesty
and his soul will be missed in this in-
stitution.

He will go on to do wonderful things,
and we are all here for you, DAVID. We
will stand with you and do what you
want and try to help you be the next
Governor of Michigan. To you and to
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Judy and to your family, we wish you
the best.

There have been folks who have tried
to demonize DAVID BONIOR, but his
genuineness comes through, and they
cannot do it. His gentle strength will
prevail. It prevailed in what he did be-
fore he came here, it prevailed here,
and it will prevail as he serves as Gov-
ernor of the State of Michigan. God
bless DAVID BONIOR, and I thank the
gentleman for all that he has given to
all of us.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY).
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Ms. WOOLSEY. DAvID, what am I
going to do without you? Good grief. I
have been here 8 years. After we lost
the House in 1994, dithering, all of us,
frustrated, all of us, I got a call from
one of my sons. All of my kids tell me
what I should be doing here because
they are smart and they care. My son
said, ‘“Mother, I hope you’re listening
to DAVE BONIOR.” I said, ‘“Well, yeah,
what are you saying?”’ And he said,
‘““He’s the only one that’s saying any-
thing.”

So I started listening more closely,
because I knew the background and
what you brought to us all along, but I
listened to your message, and it be-
came very important to me to get on
your team, to be part of it. Thank you
for putting me on the whip organiza-
tion so I can do what I do best, which
is rally and push and nudge and count.
It has been a pleasure working for you.

Thank you very much. I have learned
more from you than you will ever
know.

My nice constituents worry about me
here because they think it is kind of a
mean place and a lot of them will say,
“How can you stand to work with all
those people?’’ And I say, ‘‘Uh-uh, I get
to work with DAVE BONIOR.” They go,
oh, yeah, there are good people there
too; among others, of course.

Thank you again. I miss you already.
Our loss is Michigan’s gain for sure.

Ms. DELAURO. I yield to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. FARR).

Mr. FARR of California. Mr. Speaker,
I rise with deep regret that DAVID
BONIOR is leaving this institution. I ar-
rived here about 9 years ago. It was in
a special election. But I think of all the
people I have met, DAVID BONIOR was
the kindest person I met. What I have
learned over the years of working here
is, this is a tough institution; and to
survive and to be into leadership, you
have got to have tough skin, but you
have also got to have a kind and soft
heart.

The wonderful thing about DAVID
BONIOR is how much he gives of himself
to everybody else’s problem. He will
come to your district. And when he
sees a wrong, he is out there trying to
right it, whether it is in the fields of
farm workers in California, whether it
is in the stockyards, wherever it may
be in the United States, where men and
women are suffering or are not having
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a fair wage, a fair treatment in their
workplace, DAVID BONIOR is the first to
be there to understand the problem and
the first on the floor to talk about
righting that wrong.

The people of Michigan are so fortu-
nate to have this person in elective of-
fice. I hope they have the good wisdom
to select him as governor because he is
going to be a great leader in this coun-
try as a governor, as he was a Member
of the House of Representatives. He
rose to a leadership position. Who
knows, if he were staying here, he
could have been Speaker of the House,
perhaps Vice President of the country,
and maybe those days will still come.

But this is truly one of the great
Members serving in a great institution
at a great time in our history. This in-
stitution is going to suffer with his
leaving, but the people of Michigan I
hope will have the great wisdom to
keep him in the public limelight and
keep him in public office by electing
him as their governor.

(By unanimous consent, Ms. KAPTUR
was allowed to speak out of order for 5
minutes.)

——

TRIBUTE TO THE HONORABLE
DAVID E. BONIOR, MEMBER OF
CONGRESS

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
say what a joy it has been in my life
for 19 years to be able to work with the
great gentleman from the State of
Michigan, DAVE BONIOR. There must be
something in the water of Lake Michi-
gan and Lake Erie to produce the Phil
Harts of this country and the Dave
Boniors. I want to thank the Wolverine
State for sending this incredibly decent
human being here to the Congress of
the United States.

There are many things I like about
DAVE BONIOR. The first thing I like is
his wife. I think Judy is just so incred-
ible and what a great partnership they
do have. But I like the way that he
treats her. I like the way he treats the
Members. I watch the way he treats
people, always with great love and with
affection and with such great passion
for the work that he does.

We have had so many fights here that
deal with economic justice domesti-
cally and internationally. DAVE BONIOR
has always been at the head of that
line. He has always been leading us. I
can remember during the great fight on
the rules that would govern trade in
the Americas, as he stood here and he
talked about what would happen to
working people on this continent in the
factories and on the farms, I was sit-
ting out there with tears in my eyes;
and I thought, how could he have the
strength and the intestinal fortitude,
knowing what is going to happen, to
stand there and to be such a strong ad-
vocate and to maintain his passion and
his composure. That was a point in my
career where I could not have done
that.

I hope that from him I have learned
how to do that better, and I thank him
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for what he is, because what he is has
kept other Members here and running
for office because of his beliefs and his
unwillingness to change who he is and
who he represents and how he loves
people, that it is still possible to be
here and to carry those values so close
to your heart. In fact, they are his
heart.

I just want to say from the Buckeye
State, always a competitor to those to
the north, that we deeply, deeply ap-
preciate your service to the people of
our country and the world. We appre-
ciate your service as a spokesman for
those who have no voice or who have
less voice. You have never wavered,
you have always been a gentleman, you
have always been a leader, you have al-
ways been a scholar.

It has been my deep privilege to serve
with you, Congressman DAVE BONIOR of
Michigan. May you be Michigan’s next
governor. I only wish I could vote for
you. God bless you.

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
woman yield?

Ms. KAPTUR. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Oregon.

Mr. WU. I thank the gentlewoman for
yielding.

Mr. Speaker, the wonderful thing
about being a junior Member is that all
the large issues are thoroughly ad-
dressed by others. I just want to focus
briefly for one moment on how DAVID
BONIOR has treated fellow Members and
me.

I have seen him defend others with
whom he deeply disagrees. I have seen
his gentle guidance on sensitive votes.
And I also wanted to share just briefly
how well he treated me as a very new
Member of Congress. With a name that
starts with W, I was definitely last in
my class. Yet he spent a chunk of time
with me early on when it was just of
benefit to me and clearly of no benefit
to him.

But we spent some time together. I
learned many, many things, but I want
to mention three specific things that
he said to me: There is a small lunch-
room where you should share food with
other Members and get to know them.
Be sure to get some exercise. And there
is a spiritual piece to being here and
you should pay attention to that, also.

It took me 6 months to eat lunch
with any regularity. After being here
for 3 years, I think I am finally getting
to the exercise piece. And I am working
hard toward the spiritual piece. I tell
this story because I think that it is an
allegory for DAVE as he goes on to the
governor’s race and far beyond, because
as we are eating lunch or getting exer-
cise or becoming more spiritual, for
DAVE BONIOR, for this country as a
whole, it is always the case that the
best is yet to be, the best of life for
which the rest was meant.

Thank you, DAVE, for treating every-
one, large, small and in the middle
with grace and with dignity. Thank
you very, very much.

(By unanimous consent, Ms. WOOLSEY
was allowed to speak out of order for 5
minutes.)
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TRIBUTE TO THE HONORABLE
DAVID E. BONIOR, MEMBER OF
CONGRESS

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from Nebraska.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, we
have people here who make a very
major contribution. There are partisan
differences in this body, too many to
my judgment, but when a person here
is retiring from an important post and
still going to make some contributions
here, no doubt, I think he ought to be
recognized for the extraordinary public
service that he has provided here.

I admire DAVE BONIOR for the kind of
person he is as well as for his effective-
ness. I was thinking just yesterday, if I
might say to the gentleman from
Michigan, about you and the gen-
tleman from Illinois, Mr. EVANS, be-
cause to your credit some years ago,
you helped Mr. Cavanaugh and I, two
Nebraskans, deauthorize the O’Neill
project, which made it possible for us
to subsequently declare the Niobrara
River as a scenic river. It is the most
appreciated ecological feature in the
State of Nebraska by its citizens today.

So we actually owe you a debt of
gratitude in Nebraska. You stepped up
and helped John Cavanaugh and this
Member at that time, along with Mr.
EvaNns. I want to commend you for
your public service, but also thank
you, as a Nebraskan, for what you did
to preserve part of our natural herit-
age.

I thank the gentlewoman for yield-
ing.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from Vermont.

Mr. SANDERS. I thank the gentle-
woman for yielding. I was watching C-
Span and I heard all these fine words
about DAVID BONIOR. I thought, ‘“My
God, something has happened. He’s
dead. What a shame.”

I came down here, he looks very good
and the only thing that is happening to
him is, he is going to be governor of
the great State of Michigan and cer-
tainly while it is our loss, it is Michi-
gan’s gain.

In this institution, given all of the
political and economic and financial
pressures that are on all the Members,
it is very difficult to hold out a moral
compass, to be very sure that the val-
ues that you are fighting for are what
you believe. It is doubly difficult to do
that year after year. The first year you
could do it and the second year, but
after many years, it becomes harder
and harder to do.

I think on virtually every issue af-
fecting the lives of working people,
whether it is helping people join unions
and fight for their dignity there,
whether it is developing a sane trade
policy which protects the needs of
American workers or raising the min-
imum wage or affordable housing or all
the things that millions and millions of
working families need, year after year,
right up here, at this podium, DAVE
BONIOR has been leading the fight. We
are very proud of him, not just because
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he is a good politician; because of the
strong sense of morality and values
that motivate him.

DAVID, you have been an inspiration
to all of us. My wife says that you are
her second favorite Congressman. I am
not sure who the first one is, to tell
you the truth, but we are going to miss
you very much and the people of Michi-
gan are very lucky to have you.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
to the gentleman from Maine.

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, like the
gentleman from Vermont, I was in my
office watching C-Span. I looked at all
these bright faces down here in the
front rows, DAVID BONIOR’s staff and
DAVID sitting down here, as well, and I
could see him so I knew he was not
gone; but I did want to come over and
say a few things about DAVE BONIOR.

First of all, DAVID, I just want to
thank you for all you have done for me.
I cannot tell you how much I appre-
ciate having been part of the whip or-
ganization and having the chance to
work with Members here on the floor
to make sure that the right thing gets
done on particular pieces of legislation.

For those who do not know all the
details, the whip organization is really
a way of bringing information to other
Members so that they are voting with
good information and not necessarily
bad information, that they have com-
plete information. DAVID has done this
job extraordinarily well for many
years.

But beyond that, I have to say, this
is a city, not alone in the country, but
this is a city where people’s faces can
turn and their votes can turn to those
who have money and to those who have
power. But not with DAVID BONIOR. Be-
cause DAVID BONIOR in the House of
Representatives has been what I think
the Founding Fathers expected of a
Representative, that he would rep-
resent all of the people all of the time
and not be diverted by special inter-
ests. I cannot think of anyone in this
Congress who has consistently day
after day after day, in a long legisla-
tive career, kept the people in his dis-
trict right in the forefront of his mind.
He has not forgotten them ever in
terms of what he does here and what
we do here.
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So I think it is a remarkable career
and he is a remarkable human being.

As I have gotten to know DAVID over
the last 5 years here, several things
have struck me. One is that he treats
everyone the same, which is, as I said,
not common in this place, and that he
is receptive to information and to peo-
ple from all walks of life.

But the other thing I have noticed is
you know where DAVID BONIOR comes
from. He comes from Michigan, and in
many respects my image of Michigan is
shaped by you, DAVID, because I know
how important working men and
women who have had to join unions in
order to get ahead, to have decent
wages and decent benefits, have been to
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your State. Yet I know your State has
such incredible diversity, with aspects
of the new economy as well, with the
service economy, as well as the manu-
facturing economy, and you seem to
have somehow captured all of those
threads.

I know from your remarks before the
Democratic Caucus yesterday that you
also have appreciation for the out-
doors. I come from Maine, and this is
real important to me. But I know how
much you have walked around the
State, how much time you spend on
your own, getting away from this
hurly-burly, in order to renew yourself
so that you can do the best thing, day-
to-day, for the people who sent you
here to the House and who I believe
will send you to the Governor’s man-
sion in Michigan.

I cannot help but think that, to me,
you have always been someone who has
Michigan in his bones, Michigan in his
blood, and Michigan in his dreams, and
I know that you will be a fabulous gov-
ernor for the people of Michigan.
Thank you very much.

(Mr. HOLT asked and was given per-
mission to speak out of order for 5 min-
utes.)

———

TRIBUTE TO THE HONORABLE
DAVID E. BONIOR, MEMBER OF
CONGRESS

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, this is not
the time to recount the full Congres-
sional career of DAVE BONIOR, because
he continues to build on that record,
but I would like to speak for a moment
about the way that he does the job of
whip, the job he is leaving within the
House now.

We all know that there is a strong
competitive streak in DAVE BONIOR. We
have seen it on the baseball field, we
have seen it in close votes, but we also
see that in everything he does he ex-
udes decency and civility.

Civility has been talked about so
much in this House in recent years.
When I say DAVE BONIOR exudes civil-
ity, I mean that it is really contagious.
And when I look at his staff, some of
his staff here with him today, I know
that they would agree with me that
they do their jobs better and probably
would agree that they are better people
because of their association with DAVE
BONIOR and the way he does his job,
which helps them do their job, and
helps all of us here in Congress do our
job.

It is a remarkable ability that DAVE
BONIOR has to improve the performance
of everyone round them so that com-
petition does not mean meanness, and
it does not lead to a lack of civility.

The way you do the job as whip,
DAVE BONIOR, is a model for every pub-
lic servant. We will talk about all you
have done in your Congressional will
career later after we are congratu-
lating you for your election as Gov-
ernor. But, for now, I want to thank
you for what you have done for each of
us individually here in the House of
Representatives.
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I yield to the gentlewoman from Indi-
ana.

Ms. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I was sitting in my of-
fice planning to do some work before I
drive back to Indianapolis, and saw
this very special man was being praised
today, a man who is worthy of praise,
a hero who has earned his medal of
honor, if you will.

DAVID BONIOR knew JULIA CARSON be-
fore JULIA CARSON knew DAVID BONIOR.
When I first declared my candidacy for
this august body, he was one of the
first people who obviously believed
that I was going to get elected and
came out to Indiana to do what he
could with his resources and his brain
power.

Even beyond that, DAVID BONIOR has
struck me as the perfect illustration of
family values. A lot of us get up to the
microphone, and we tap dance about
family values and we waive the flag
and my country tis of Thee and God
bless America. But DAVID BONIOR has
never missed the mark in terms of
what is great and good and right for
the American family and the United
States of America. He is a gentleman’s
gentleman, he is a politician’s politi-
cian, he is a family man par excellence.

I do not want to look at him because
I am going to cry, but I love DAVID
BoONIOR and I want to tell you that.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. NEAL).

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I, like JULIA CARSON, was sit-
ting in my office and I heard the trib-
ute, and I wanted to come over for just
a couple of seconds and highlight I
think DAVE’s contributions to this in-
stitution, but, most importantly, to
the American family.

DAVID BONIOR’s sense of America is
community, and what he means by
community is a place where nobody is
ever to be abandoned and nobody is
ever to be left behind.

One of the best speeches I ever heard
on this House floor came the night that
DAVID led us in opposition to the
NAFTA treaty, when he raised the
question for all of us here that night of
what the Edmond Pettis Bridge meant
to a generation of Americans, and what
it meant to cross that bridge, what it
meant to have a sense of justice and
fairness and equity in this life, a catho-
lic sense of justice; fairness, equity, the
notion that you just cannot walk by
the poor, that you just cannot aban-
doned them and turn your back, that
government is there in the end to help
them.

Another thing I am going to say
about DAVID, in an institution that
really troubles me, because many of
the people that have gotten here on
both sides of the aisle, they have run
this institution into the ground day in
and day out with their diatribes on
what has always been wrong, and then
they abandon in the next breath term
limits, they abandoned the line item
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veto, they abandon things like dis-
turbing the Constitution based upon
every whim that moves along.

Not DAVID BONIOR. DAVID BONIOR be-
lieved in something, and for too many
people that have come to this institu-
tion for the last few years, their beliefs
are bland. Their beliefs are based upon
the emotion of the moment, there is no
long-held view of anything.

It has been an honor for me to serve
with DAVID, and, most importantly, I
supported you when you ran for these
jobs and was glad to do it. The manner
in which you carried yourself day in
and day out, you could be as fierce a
partisan as there was, but you loved
this institution, and, most impor-
tantly, you loved the community that
we call the American family.

Thanks for all the goods things you
did, DAVE.

(Mr. FRANK asked and was given
permission to speak out of order for 5
minutes.)

——

TRIBUTE TO THE HONORABLE
DAVID E. BONIOR, MEMBER OF
CONGRESS

Mr. FRANK. Mr. Speaker, I will
begin by yielding to the gentleman
from Guam (Mr. UNDERWOOD).

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding me to
speak on this.

Mr. FRANK. I will yield to the gen-
tleman to speak anywhere he wishes,
other than Guam.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wanted to take
the time to pay tribute to DAVID
BoNIOR. In a way this is great, because,
you know, you get to see all your
friends. You do not have to wait until
you pass away. This is a terrific oppor-
tunity to pay honor to our friend here.

But I have an office with a very not-
so-eloquent title of Non-voting Dele-
gate to the U.S. House of Representa-
tives. It is always a curiosity to me,
because he is the whip. He is supposed
to count votes, and he knows I do not
matter in that count. But it is really a
mark of his approach to politics and
his commitment to every member of
the caucus that he has taken the time
and the energy to support me in the
various projects that I have had.

When I first decided to run for this
office, he received me very well and he
took the time to try to understand
some of the issues and some of the
unique circumstances that we deal
with. For a long time, and it is a mark
of the high regard and the approach
that DAVID has taken over the years,
for a long time I thought I was the
only one that had a special relation-
ship with him, but, as it turns out, he
has got hundreds of these special rela-
tionships, and that is really a mark
and a testimony to the terrific job that
you have done.

Mr. Speaker, despite all the trials
and tribulations here, when people ask
me who are some of the Members that
you really admire, certainly he comes
to mind.
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Mr. FRANK. Mr. Speaker, reclaiming
my time, I just want to make two
points.

First of all, recently we did have a
real eulogy for a Member who passed
away, our late colleague Joe Moakley,
and the outpouring of affection and re-
spect for Joe Moakley was very impres-
sive. I am in a position to tell you, as
someone who was a neighbor to Joe
Moakley’s district, there was no one in
this business that he admired more
than DAVID BONIOR.

One of the things Joe Moakley made
his goal was when DAVE BONIOR ran for
whip was to get Massachusetts Mem-
bers to vote for him. So let me just
past on that if Joe Moakley was still
with us, you would be hearing from
him his enormous respect and admira-
tion for DAVID BONIOR.

I want to thank him for one other
thing. I am a great believer in free
speech. I generally vote against it
when we start telling adults what they
can read and what pictures they can
show of each other. But if I was going
to amend the Constitution, I would
make it illegal to use the words ‘‘prag-
matism’” and ‘‘idealism” as if they
were in opposition to each other.

The notion that the world should be
divided between people who have a
strong set of values and people who are
effective is really a disaster morally.
In fact, the more you are committed to
a set of ideals, the more you are mor-
ally obligated to be effective in imple-
menting those ideals. Otherwise, they
are just something you put on in the
morning to make yourself feel good.
They do not do anybody else any good.

I know of nobody else in politics who
better exemplifies that synthesis. I
know of nobody else who is equally a
passionate idealist in politics because
he has a vision of the world that he
wants to have implemented, which
would be a fairer and kinder and better
world for people who are in need in var-
ious ways, and who, at the same time,
understands that that gives him the
obligation to be as effective as pos-
sible; fair but tough; understanding the
rules and abiding by the rules; but put-
ting everything every ounce of energy
into it. And for his exemplifying that
merger of pragmatism and idealism,
for understanding that a tough-minded
approach to political reality in fact is
a necessary compliment to a commit-
ment to a set of values you want to im-
plement, I want to join in honoring
DAVID BONIOR and thank him for what
he has shown us.

(Mr. GREEN of Texas asked and was
given permission to speak out of order
for 5 minutes.)

—————

TRIBUTE TO THE HONORABLE
DAVID E. BONIOR, MEMBER OF
CONGRESS

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
like my colleagues, I was actually over
in my office and did not know that this
was happening today. But I have had
the honor to serve five terms in this
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House and served with DAVID for many
years as part of the whip operation,
and for somebody who comes from
Texas and sounds like I do, to get to
know DAVID and to appreciate him and
to realize he is a very low-keyed indi-
vidual, but, as someone said earlier,
very competitive, because I also have
had the opportunity to play basketball
with him, and not just try and pass or
defeat legislation. So he is competi-
tive, but he is very low-keyed.

Typically if I have something to say,
I am not only out there and in your
face, but DAVID is very quiet about it.
So I appreciate that, and I think a lot
of us could emulate what he does.

But working with him for these 9
years, I appreciate not only his inward
strength, but also his dedication to the
issues. It helps having, even though,
again, a very urban district in Hous-
ton, and DAVID being from Michigan,
having a lot of blue collar workers,
some of the same demands are in
Michigan on the economy as we have in
Houston, Texas, a very industrialized
district.

So I just appreciate, DAVE, your work
here in the House. Like say, I have
only seen you the last five terms, but
the American people and the people of
Michigan owe you a debt of gratitude
for your work here in the House.

Obviously, if it does any good for
somebody who sounds like me to come
up and knock doors in Michigan, I will
be up there.

So, DAVID, obviously we will be serv-
ing with you for the next year. But not
only as our whip, but also just as a per-
son, we will miss you, and I know I will
too. Thank you, DAVE.

0 1245

(Mr. PAYNE of New Jersey asked and
was given permission to speak out of
order for 56 minutes.)

———————

TRIBUTE TO THE HONORABLE
DAVID E. BONIOR, MEMBER OF
CONGRESS

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I guess 1
did not think any Members looked at
their screens in the office, at least
after we adjourn, but I too was looking
at the screen and I saw the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. NEAL) come
and say that he was looking at his
screen and saw that there was a pro-
gram, so to speak, being held. I fussed
at my scheduler, who was out to lunch,
because I did not know about this, but
I am so glad that I was listening.

I too want to simply add to what has
already been said about a person that I
have just respected for as long as I
have been here in the House. I think
that first connection, as I am from the
10th Congressional District too, of New
Jersey, but I knew there had to be
something good about the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. BONIOR). We had
the same number. And then looking at
his high school achievements, I tried to
play a little ball and I see where DAVE
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was a quarterback on the champion-
ship team at the Catholic school he at-
tended and earned a scholarship to col-
lege and just worked his way through
the military.

But the issue that DAVE has really
dealt with, I recall when I was in coun-
ty government many years ago, we
talked about a ‘‘bottle bill,”” and it was
because DAVE sort of pushed that envi-
ronmental concern ahead many years
ago when he was in government in
Michigan’s State legislature. We
talked about environmental protection
for PCBs, in that DAVE was always wor-
rying about people who might be af-
flicted by these diseases that many
times went unnoticed because the big
guys sort of kept things quiet, even
though they knew they were injurious
to the health of people, and it was
DAVE who talked about these birth de-
fects that were being created.

The statement of ‘‘let us separate the
warrior from the war,” taking the
Vietnam era veterans and separating
them from an unpopular war, and as
people turned their backs, I think it
was a disgrace the way Vietnam vet-
erans were treated; but DAVE talked
about that and sort of raised the issue,
along with the whole question of the
Nicaragua Contras in El Salvador,
those brutal death squads, when we
traveled down there together. It was
DAVE always on the side of things that
were for justice, for those who were
down and out, the HOPE scholarships
and increasing Pell grants, increasing
minimum wage. These are the areas,
the SAVE Act, which really went to
help guidance counselors.

So I am just proud to say that I know
DAVE. I had the opportunity to vote in
1991, and there was not even a question
when he ran for his current position. I
happen to pick winners in that, even in
the new one too, DAVE; so one of my
strengths in Congress is that I know
how to pick the winners. It does not
say much about me, but it does say
that maybe I have good judgment.

I do wish the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. BONIOR) well. I appreciate the
courage that he takes when there are
difficult votes to give, unpopular votes.
We have talked about many of these
issues. I think some of the things that
we have talked about in the past, now
others are seeing that there are issues
that we should have been talking about
all along which might have made a dif-
ference in where we are today.

It has been my pleasure to know you.

Mr. Speaker, as we draw this, what
has turned into a Special Order, to a
conclusion, I am pleased to yield to the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
WATT).

Mr. WATT of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentlewoman for
yielding. I could not resist the oppor-
tunity to come over and say how much
my good friend, DAVID BONIOR, has
meant to me in my service in the U.S.
House of Representatives. I came to
Congress in January of 1993, and DAVID
was certainly one of the people who
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took me under his wing and taught me
the process. He is a student of par-
liamentary procedure, and we had a lit-
tle group called the parliamentarian
group that we used to use, sometimes
to our substantive advantage and
sometimes to the chaos of the House,
but when we wanted to try to get
things accomplish that the leadership
would not voluntarily accomplish.

It has been a great pleasure for me to
serve with DAVID BONIOR. He has cer-
tainly been at the top of the list of
principal people who have served in
this House with strong beliefs in, and
willingness to fight for, working people
and the things that he believes in. This
House is going to miss him immensely
and wish him godspeed and the very
best in the future.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
time to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. PELOSI).

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding and for our
excellent words about our colleague.

In conclusion, I would like to thank
all of our colleagues for coming. This
was intended to be 5 minutes. Our
phone is ringing off the hook in the of-
fice saying, why did you not tell us
that this was going to happen, so we
will need many more days, Mr. Speak-
er, to accommodate the words that
people want to say about the greatness
of DAVID BONIOR. I thank him for the
vision with which he has led us, with
his knowledge, with his experience,
with his integrity. Every one of us who
serves in this body has a great privi-
lege to do so. One of our greatest privi-
leges, though, is to have called DAVID
BONIOR colleague.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). The Chair will recognize
Members for Special Order speeches
without prejudice to the resumption of
legislative business.

——
PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. FRANK. Mr. Speaker, parliamen-
tary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman may state it.

Mr. FRANK. What legislative busi-
ness?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there
is legislative business that comes from
the Senate.

Mr. FRANK. Well, I wonder, is any
contemplated? I think the minority
would have an interest in that pros-
pect. Does anyone know if any legisla-
tive business is contemplated?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has been informed that there
may be legislative business.

Mr. FRANK. Well, I have checked
with our staff here who usually have
good channels of communication. We
did not know about any, and I would
express some hope that there would be
some communication so that we would
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have some idea of what legislative
business might be transacted with ev-
erybody no longer in Washington.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair would suggest consultation with
the leadership.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, if many of us
had our way, DAVE BONIOR would never leave
this House. No one can or would begrudge a
man of DAVE’'s multiple talents another high of-
fice, as Governor of Michigan, or deny the
people of Michigan the extraordinary leader-
ship he will bring. Yet, the place DAVE has
carved out here in public service to his district,
his state, and his country is an unique as it is
lasting and unforgettable.

DAVE is a modest man who possesses large
personal gifts. You can bet, therefore, that he
is embarrassed by the s